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advertisement 

Tor  the  American  Edition  of  Dr-  Watson’s 


APOLOGY  rpR  CHRISTIANITY. 

*  ;  >;  A  * 


H  E  American  public  are  now  pre 
scnted  with  the juftly  celebrated  Letters  of  Dr.  Watson  ti 
the  Author  of  the  “  Decline  and  Fall  of  the  Ro 
Empire,”  ;from  a  copy,  which,  with  difficulty,  wa; 
obtained  from  the  library  of  a  private  gentleman  ir 

England, 

The  pen  of  this  truly  elegant  and  claffical  hillorian  has  been 
unhappily  ane£led,  in  fome  chapters,  againfl  the  evidences 
of  a  religion,  for  which  he  profeffes  a  high  efteem.  Thef* 
contain  plaufible  infinuations,  which  cxpofe  young  and  un¬ 
formed  minds  to  cheriffi  fceptical  fentiments  concerning 

the 


vi  ADVERTISEMEN  T. 

tlie  divine  original  of  the  gofpcl,  and  the  miraculous  ener¬ 
getic  influence  of  the  Deity,  difplayed  in  its  primitive  ef- 
tablifhment.  The  poifon  is  gilded,  and  offers  itfelf  as  a  luf- 
eious  draught  to  the  vicious  and  unwary.  His.  admirers 
need  a  monitor,  at  hand,  to  deter  them  from  it  ;  or  an  anti¬ 
dote,  to  repel  its  noxious  qualities,  and  reffore  to  fanity  and 
to  truth  thofe  who  have  incautioufly  imbibed  it. 

4  • 

The  polifhed  ftyle,  the  harmonipus  periods,  the  well- 
arranged  and  entertaining  faffs  of  the  hiftorian,  have  intro¬ 
duced  his  \*olumes  into  our  uniyerfities,  and  many  circula¬ 
ting  and  private  libraries  of  this  country. 

To  the  patronage  of  the  friends  of  hiftorical  truth,  ana 
of  revealed  religion,  whether  prefiding  and  inftrufling  at  our 
colleges  and  academies,  whether  officiating  as  teachers  of 
Chriftianity,  or  lending  their  aid,  in  the  private  walks  of  life, 
to  its  propagation,  the  Letters  of  the  learned,  philcfophic 
and  catholic  Watson,  are  prefented.  The  celebrity  of  a 
name,  which  has  been  ranked  in  the  firif  clafs  of  European 
literati,  will  commend  the  fubfequent  pages  to  the  perufal  of 
thofe,  who,  unacquainted  with  their  particular  merit,  feek 
the  fociety  and  ccrrefpondcnce  of  men  crowned  with  the 
public  laurel.  The  work  before  us  has  been  received  with 
very  uncommon  applaufe  in  the.  native  country  of  its  author. 

It  was  rewarded,  by  the  church  of  which  he  was  a  member, 
with  his  promotion  to  a  bifhopric,  the  functions  whereof  he 
has  ably  and  feduloufiy  fulfilled.  Perhaps  fo  much  ufeful 
erudition  has  never  been  difplayed,  in  fo  few  pages,  in  any 
defence  of  Chriflianitv  hitherto  prefented  to  the  public. 
The  addrefs  to  fccptical  gentlemen,  at  th$  clofeof  the  lett  ers, 
chums  their  furious  and  impartial  perufal. 


Tin 


The  prefent  edition  has  been  committed  to  the  prefs,  at 
the  inflance  of  fome,  who,  though  not  called  by  Providence 
to  the  public  defence  of  the  Religion  of  Jesus,  yet  efteenl 
it  their  ineftimable  treafure,  and  ardently  pray  for  the  diflem- 
ination  of  its  principles  and  blefiings  among  mankind. 

This  volume  will  be  f&und  entertaining  and  improving 
to  thofe  who  are  Grangers  to  Mr.  Gibbon,  as  containing  a 
happy  arrangement  of  fome  of  the  leading  arguments  in  Tup- 
pon  of  Chriftianity  ;  and  of  rational  replies,  combating  the 
fophifms  and  ungenerous  infmuations  which  have  been  ut¬ 
tered  againft  it. 

The  readers  and  admirers  of  the  hifiorian,  will  confidcr  it 
as  a neceffary  and  inflruft ive  Appendix  to  the  Decline  and 
Fall  of  the  Roman  Empire.  It  difeovers  deep  thought, 
and  ex  ten  five  reading,  and  breathes  a  calm}  a  manly,  a  chrif- 
tian  temper,  dhe  pohfhed  ftyle  of  Dr.  Watso n  is  com¬ 
pared  by  Mr.  Gibb  on  himfelf  to  the  fmoothnefs  of  the  Ionic 
dialed. 

But  the  fubfequent  candid  acknowledgment  of  the  hiftori- 
an,  who,  in  defending  himfelf  again  fl  other  antagonifts,  decli¬ 
ned  a  public  controverfy  with  our  Author,  will  make  further 
observations  unnecefiary. 

£i  When  Dr.WATsON  gave  to  the  public  his  Apo  log  y 
€C  for  Christianity,  in  a  feries  of  letters,  he  addreffed 
ct  them  to  the  Author  of  the  Decline  and'  Fall  of  the 
44  Roman  Empire,  withajufl  confidence,  that  he  had  con- 

fidered  this  important  ohjeff  in  a  manner  not  unworthy 
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of  his  antagonifl,  orofhimfelf.  Dr.  Watson’s  mode  of 
thinking,  bears  a  liberal  and  philofophical  caft  ;  his 
46  thoughts  are  expreffed  with  fpirit,  and  their  fpirit  is  al- 
n  ways  tempered  by  politenefs  and  moderation.  Such  is 
the  man  whom  I  ihould  be  happy  to  call  my  friend,  and 
^  ^  whom  I  fhould  not  blufh  to  call  my  antagonift.  But  the 

'^1  ^1^  motives  which  might  tempt  me  to  accept,  or  even  to 
^1  §  folicit  a  private  and  amicable  conference,  difFuaded  me 
£  j\  ^roin  entering  into  a  public  controverfy  with  a  Writer  of  fo 

^  refpe&able  a  chara&er  ;  and  I  embraced  the  earlieft  op- 
€t  portunity  of  expreding  to  Dr.  WatsoN  himfelf,  how 
fincerely  I  agreed  with  him  in  thinking,  that  c  as  the 

*  world  is  now  poflefTed  of  the  opinion  of  us  both  upon. 

*  the  fubje£l  in  queftion,  it  may  be,  perhaps,  as.  proper  for 

*  us  both  to  leave  it  in  this  date/  * 
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Apol^y  fpr  Christianity. 


LETTER  FIRST. 

S  l  R, 

I  T  would  give  me  much  un- 
eafinefs  to  be  reputed  an  enemy  to  free  en¬ 
quiry  in  religious  matters,  or  as  capable  of 
being  animated  into  any  degree  of  perfonal 
malevolence  againft  thofe  who  differ  from 
me  in  opinion.  On  the  contrary,  I  look  up¬ 
on  the  right  of  private  judgment,  in  every 
concern  refpeQing  God  and  ourfelves,  as  fu- 
perior  to  the  controul  of  human  authority ; 
and  have  ever  regarded  free  difquifition,  as 
the  beft  means  of  illuflrating  the  doctrine,  and 
eflablifhing  the  truth  of  Chriftianity.  Let 

S  the 
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the  followers  of  Mahomet,  and  the  zealots 
of  the  church  of  Rome,  fupport  their  feve- 
ral  religious  fy Items  by  damping  every  effort 
of  the  human  intellect  to  pry  into  the  foun- 
dations  of  their  faith;  but  never  can  it  be¬ 
come  a  Chriftian,  to  be  afraid  of  fc^lng  afk- 
ed  a  reafon  of  the  faith  that  is  in  him  ;  nor’ 
a  Proteftanf,  to  be  ftudious  of  enveloping  his 
religion  in  myftery  and  ignorance;  nor  the 
church  of  England,  to  abandon  that  modera¬ 
tion,  by  which  flie  permits  every  individual 
et  fentire  qua?  velit,  et  quae  fentiat  dicere. 

It  is  not,  Sir,  without  fome  relu  fiance, 
that,  under  the  influence  of  thefe  opinions,  I 
have  prevailed  upon  myfelf  to  addrefs  thefe 
letters  to  you ;  and  you  wrll  attribute  to  the 
fame  motive,  my  not  having  given'  you  this" 
trouble  fooner.  I  had  moreover  an  expecta¬ 
tion,  that  the  talk  would  have  been  under¬ 
taken  by  fome  perfon,  capable  of  doing  great¬ 
er  juflice  to  the  fubjefl:,  and  more  worthy  of 
your  attention.  Perceiving,  however,  that 
the  two  laft  chapters,  the  fifteenth  in  parti¬ 
cular,  of  your  very  laborious  and  clafficaf 
hiltory  of  the  Decline  and  Fall  of  the  Roman* 
empire,  had  made  upon  many  an  impreffion- 
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not  at  all  advantageous  to  Chriftianity  ;  and 
that  the  filence  of  others,  of  the.  clergy 
efpecially,  began  to  be  looked  upon  as  an  ac- 
quiefcence  in  what  you  had  therein  advanced ; 
1  have  thought  it  my  duty,  with  the  utmoft 
fefpeft  and  good  will  towards-you,  to  take 
the  liberty  of  fuggefting4  to  your  confidera- 
tion,  a  few  remarks  upon  fome  of  the  paf- 
fages^  which  have  been  efteemed  (whether 
you  meant  that  they  fhoiild  be  fo  efteemed, 
or  not)  as  powerfully  militating  againft  that 
revelation,  which  ft  ill  is  to  many,  what  it 
formerly  was  to  the  Greeks ,  foolijhnefs  •  but 
which  we  deem  to  be  true,  to  be  the  power 
of  God  Unto  falvation  to  every  one  that  be- 
•  lieveth . 

To  the  enquiry  by  what  means  the  Chrif- 
tiari  faith  obtained  fo  remarkable  a  viftory 
over  the  eftablifhed  religions  of  the  earth, 
you  rightly  anfwer,  by  the  evidence  of  the  doc¬ 
trine  itfclf,  and  the  ruling  providence  of  its 
Author.  But  afterwards,  in  aligning  for  this 
aftonifhing  event  five  fecondary  caufes,  de¬ 
rived  from  the  paffions  of  the  human  heart 
and  the  general  circumftances  of  mankind, 
you  feem  to  fome  to  have  infinuated.  that 

B  -  Chriftianity, 
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Chriftianity,  like  other  impoftures,  might  have 
made  its  way  in  the  wc.ld,  though  its  ori¬ 
gin  had  been  as  human  as  the  means  by  which- 
you  fuppofe  it  was  fpread.  It  is  no  wifh  or 
intention*  of  ra-ine,  to'  fallen  the  odium  of  this 
infinuation  upon  you ;  I  fhall  limply  endea¬ 
vour  to  flrew,  that  the  eaufes  you  produce, 
are  either  inadequate  to  the  attainment  of 
the  end  propofed ;  or  that  their  efficiency,- 
great  as  you  imagine  it,  was  derived  from 
other  principles  than  thofe  you  have  thought 
proper  to  mention. 

Your  firft  caufe  is  “  the  inflexible,  and', 
if  you  may  u-fe  the  expreflion,  the  intolerant 
zeal  of  the  Cfeiftians-y  derived,  it  is  true,* 
from  the  Jewifh  religion,  but-  purified  from 
the  narrow  and  u-nfocial  Cpirit,  which,  inftead 
of  inviting,  had  deterred  the  Gentiles  from 
embracing  the  law  of  Mofes.” — Yes,  Sir,  we 
are  agreed,  that  the  zeal  of  the  Ghriftians  was  in¬ 
flexible  ;  neither  death,  nor  life ,  nor  principalities  ¥ 
nor  powers,  northings  prefent,  nor  things  to  ccmcr 
could  bend  it  into  a  reparation  from  the  love  of 
God,  which  was  in  Chrifl  fepis  their  Lord ; 
it  was  an  inflexible  obflinacy,  in  not  blaf- 
gheming  the  name  of  Chrift,-  which  evrery 

where 
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^ere  expofed  them  to  perfection ;  and  which 
» even  your  amiable  and  philofophic  Pliny 
thought  proper,  for  want  of  other  crimes, 
to  punifh  with  death  in  the  Chriftians  of  his 
province^*— *a£e  agreed  too,  that  the  zeal  of 
the  Chriftians  was  intolerant;  for  it  denounced 
tribulation  and  anguijk  upon  every  foul  of  man 
that  did  evil ,  of  the  ffew  firfl 5  and  alfo  of  the 
Gentile  ;  it  would  pot  tolerate  in  Chriftian 
worfhip,  thofe  who  fupplicated  the  image  of 
C’aefar,  who  bowed  down  at  the  altars  ofPa- 
ganifm,  who  mixed  with  the  votaries  of  Ve- 
nus,  or  wallowed  in  the  filth  of  Bacchana¬ 
lian  feftivals. 

But  though  we  are  thus  far  agreed,  with 
refpeft  to  the  inflexibility  and  intolerance  of 
Chriftian  zeal;  yet  as  to  the  principle  from 
which  it  was  derived,  we  are  toto  cxlo  di¬ 
vided  in  opinion.  You  deduce  it  from  the 
Jewifh  leligion  ;  I  would  refer  it  to  a  more 
adequate  and  a  more  obvious  fource,  a  full 
perfuafion  of  the  truth  of  Chriftianity.  What ! 
’think  you  that  it  was  a  zeal  derived  from 
the  unfociable  fpirit  of  Judaifm,  which  in- 
fpired  Peter  with  courage  to  upbraid  the  whole 
people  of  the  Jews  in  the  very  capital  of 

®  3  Judea, 


6  WATSON’s.  APOLOGY 

Judea,  with  having  delivered  up  Jefus ,  with 
having  denied  him  in  the.  prefence  of  Pilate 
with  having  defined  a  murderer  to  be  granted 
them  in  his  Jl.ead ,  with  heaping  killed  the  Prince 
of  life  ?,  Was  it  from  this  principle,  that  the 
fame  apoftle,  in  c onj un 61  i on  with  John,  when 
furpmoned,  not  before  the  diegs  of-  the  peo¬ 
ple  (w^ofe  judgments  they  might  have  been 
fuppofed  capable  of  mifleading,  and  whofe 
refentment  they  might,  have  defpifed)  but  be¬ 
fore  the-  rulers  and  the  elders  and  the  feribes* 
the  dread  tribunal  of  the  Jewiffi  nation,  and 
commanded  by  them  to  teach  no  more,  in  t.he 
name  of  Jefus  ;  boldly  anfwered,  that  they  could^ 
got  but  fpeak  the  things  which  they  had  feen 
and  heard  ? — they  had  feen  with  their  eyes ,  they 
had  handled  with  their  hands  the  word  of  life  , 
and  no  human  jurifdi&ion  could  deter  them 
from  being  faithful  yritneffes  of  what  they 
had  feen  and  heard.  Here  then  you  may  per¬ 
ceive  the  genuine  and  undoubted  origin  of 
that  zeal,  which  you  afcribe  to  what  appears 
to  me  a  very  inefficient  caufe  :  and  which 
the  Jewifh  rulers  were  fo  far  from  confi- 
dering  as  the  ordinary  effeft  of  their  reli- 

i  *  '  •  i 

gion;  that  they  were  exceedingly  at  a  lofs 

how 
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how  to  account  for  it ; — now  when  they  faw 
the  holdnefs  of  Peter  and  John ,  and  perceived 
that  they  were  unlearned  and  ignorant  men ,  they 
marvelled.  The  Apoftlps,  heedlefs  of  confe¬ 
rences,  and  regardlefs  of  every  thing  but 
truth,  openly  every  where  profeffed  them- 
felves  Y/itneffes  of  the  refurredion  of  Chrift  ; 
and  with  a  confidence,  which  could  proceed 
from  nothing  but  conviction,  and  which  prick¬ 
ed  the  Jews  to  the  heart,  bade  the  houfe  of 
Ifrael  know ,  ajfureilyy  that  God  had  made  that 

fame  Jcfus ,  whom  they  had  crucified ,  loth  Lord 
and  Chrift. 

I  mean  not  to  produce  thefe  inftances  of 
apoftolic  zeal,  as  dired  proofs  of  the  truth 
of  Chriftianity  ;  for  every  religion,  nay,  eve¬ 
ry  abfurd  fed  of  every  religion,  has  had  ' 
its  zealots,  who  have  not  fcrupled  to  main¬ 
tain  their  principles  at  the  expence  of  their 
lives ;  and  we  ought  no  more  to  infer  the 
truth  of  Chriftianity  from  the  mere  zeal  of 
its  propagators,  than  the  truth  of  Mahomet- 
anifm  from  that  of  a  Turk.  -When -a  man 
fuffers  himfelf  to  be  covered  with  infamy, 
pillaged  of  his  property,  and  dragged  at  laft 
to  the  block  or  the  ftake,  rather  than  give 
np  his  opinion;  the  proper  inference  is,  not 

&  4'  that 
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that  his  opinion  is  true,  but  that  he  believes 
it  to  be  true ;  and  a  queftion  of  ferious  dif- 
cuffion  immediately  prefents  itfelf,— upon  what 
foundation  has  he  built  his  belief?  This  is 

^  N.  ‘ 

often  an  intricate  enquiry,  including  in  it  a 
vaft  compafs  of  human  learning  ;  a  Bramin 
or  a  Mandarin,  who  {hould  obferve  a  mif- 
fionary  attefting  the  truth  of  Chriilianity  with 
his  blood,  would,  notwithstanding,  have  a 
right  to  afk  many  queftions,  before  it  could 
be  expected,  that  he  fhould  give  an  aflent 
to  our  faith.  In  the  cafe  indeed  of  the 
Apoftles,  the  enquiry  would  be  much  lefs  per¬ 
plexed  ;  fince  it  would  briefly  rgfolve  itfelf 
into  this,  whether  they  were  credible  report¬ 
ers  of  fads,  which  they  themfelves  profeffed 
to  have  feen  And  it  would  be  an  eafy  mat¬ 
ter  to  fhew,  that  their  seal  in  attefting  what 
they  were  certainly  competent  to  judge  of,  could 
not  proceed  from  any  alluring  profpect  of 
worldly  intereft  or  ambition,  ox  from  any  other 
probable  motive  than  a  love  of  truth. 

But  the  credibility  of  the  Apoftles’  tefti- 
mony,  or  their  competency  to  judge  of  the 

f  ■ 

fads  which  they  relate,  is  not  now  to  be 
examined;  the  queftion  before  us  Amply  re¬ 
lates 
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lates  to  the  principle*  by  which  their  zeal 
was  excited  ;  and  it  is  a  matter  of  real  af- 
tonifhment  to  me*  that  any  one  converfant 
with  the  hiftory  of  the  firft  propagation  of 
Chriftianity,  acquainted  with  the  oppofitioi} 
it  every  where  met  with  from  the  people  of 
the  Jews,  and  aware  of  the  repugnancy 
which  mud  ever  fubf^ft  between  its  tenets 
and  thofe  of  Judaifm,  fhould  ever  think  of 
deriving  the  zeal  of  the  primitive  Chriftians 
from  the  Jewiffi  religion. 

Both  Jew  and  Chriftian,  indeed,  believed 
m  one  God,  and  abominated  idolatry  ;  but 
this  deteftatioQ  of  idolatry,  had  it  been  un¬ 
accompanied  with  the  belief  of  the  refurrec- 
tion  of  Chrift,  would  probably  have  been 
juft  as  inefficacious  in  exciting  the  zeal  of 
t  ft  ian  to  undertake  the  converfion  of 

the  Gentile  world,  as  it  had  for  ages  been 
in  excising  that  of  the  Jew.  But  fuppofing, 
what  I  think  you  have  not  proved,  and 
what  I  am  certain  cannot  be  admitted  with¬ 
out  proof,  that  a  zeal  derived  from  the  Jew- 
iflt  religion  infpired  the  firfl  Chriftians  with 
-  PPPpfp  themfelves  to  the  inftitu- 

tipns  of  Paganifm  :  what  was  it,  that  encou¬ 
raged 
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raged  them  to  attempt  the  converfion  of  their 
*  -  s 

own  countrymen  ?  Among!!  the  Jews  they  met 
y.’ith  no  fuperftitious'  obfervances  of  idola¬ 
trous  rites  ;  and  therefore  amongft  them  could 
have  no  opportunity;  of  “  declaring  and  Con¬ 
firming  their  zealous_  oppofition  to  Polytheifm, 
or  cf  fortifying  by  frequent  proteftations  their 
attachment  to  the  Chriftiarx  faith.”  Here  then 
at  lead,  the  caufe  you  have  afligned  for  Chrif- 
tian  zeal  ceales  to  operate  ;  and  we  mufl 
look  out  for  forne  other  principle  than  a  zeal 
againfl  idolatry,  or  we  Dial!  never  be  able . 
fatisfaHorily  to  explain  the  ardour,  with  which 
the  Apoftles  preffed  the  difciples  of  Mofes, 
to  become  the  difciples  of  Chrift. 

Again,  4oes  a  determined  oppofition  to, 
and  an  open  abhorrence  of,  every  the  minut¬ 
ed  part  of  an  eftablifhed  religion,  appeajr  to 
you  to  be  the  moll  likely  method  of  conci¬ 
liating  to  another  faith  thofe  who  profefs  it? 


The  Chriftians,  you  contend,  could  neither 
mix  with  the  Heathens  in  their  convivial 
entertainments,  nor  partake  with  them  in  the 
celebration  of  their  folemn  feftivals  ;  they 
could  neither  alfociate  with  them  in  their  hy- 
menjeal,  nor  funeral  rites ;  they  could  not 


cultivate 
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cultivate  their  arts,  or  be  fpeclators  of  their 
thews  ;  in  fhort,  in  order  to  efcape  the  rites 
of  Pclytheifm,  they  were,  in  your  opinion, 
obliged  to  renounce  the  commerce  of  man- 
kind,  and  all  the  offices  and  amufements  of 
life.  Now  how  fuch  an  extravagant  and  in- 
tempeiate  zeal  as  you  here  defcribe,  can, 
humanly  fpeaking,  be  confidered  as  one  of 
the  cmef  caufes  of  the  quick  propagation  of 
Chriftianity,  in  oppofition  to  all  the  eftablifh- 
ed  powers  of  Paganifm,  is  a  cirpumftance  I 
can  by  no  means  comprehend.  The  Jefuit 
miffionaries,  whofe  human  prudence  no  one 
will  queftion,  were  quite  of  a  contrary  way 
of  thinking;  and  brought  a  deferred  cenfure 
upon  themfelves,  for  not  fcrupling  to  prooa- 


5  as  a  pro¬ 
bable 
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liable  means  of  promoting  the  progrefs  of  a. 
reformation  ip  religion,  much  lefs  could  it 
nave  been  thought  of,  or  adopted,  by  a  few 
ignorant  and  unconnected  men. 

In  expatiating  upon  thjs  fubjeQ;  you  have 
taken  an  opportunity  of  remarking,  that  “  the 
contemporaries  of  Mofes  and  Jofhua  had  be¬ 
held  with  carelefs  indifference  the  moft  amaz¬ 
ing  miracles — and  that,  in  contradi&ion  to 
every  known  principle  of  the  human  mind, 
that  lingular  people  (the  Jews)  feem  to  have 
yielded  a  ftronger  and  more  ready  affent  to 
the  traditions  of  their  remote  anceftors,  than  to 
the  evidence  of  their  own  fenfes.”  This  obfer- 
vation  bears  hard  upon  the  veracity  of  the 
jewifh  Scriptures  ;  and,  was  it  true,  would 
force  us  either  to  rejeft  them,  or  to  admit 
a  pofition  as  extraordinary  as  a  miracle  it- 
felf; — that  the  tefliinony  of  others  produced 
in  the  human  mind,  a  ftronger  degree  of  con- 
viftion  concerning  a  matter  of  fa&,  than  the 
teftimony  of  the  fenfes  themfelves.-r-It  hap¬ 
pens  however,  in  the  prefent  cafe,  that  we 
are  under  no  neceffity  of  either  rejecting 
the  Jewifh  Scriptures,  or  of  admitting  fuch 
afcfurd  pofition  ;  for  the  fa£l  is  not  true* 

that 
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^at  the  Contemporaries  of  Mofes  and  J0- 
fiiua  beheld  with  carclefs  indifference,  the 
piracies  related  in  the  Bible  to  have  been 
performed  in  their  favour.  That  thefe  mi¬ 
racles  were  not  fufficient  to  awe  the  Ifrael- 
ites  into  an  uniform  obedience  to  the  Theo¬ 
cracy,  cannot  fee  denied;  but,  whatever  rea- 
fons  may  be  thought  bell  adapted  to  ac¬ 
count  for*  the  propenfity  of  the  Jews  to  ido¬ 
latry,  and  their  frequent  defection  from  the 
worfhip  of  the  one  true  God,  a  “  ftubborn 

inciedulity  cannot  be  admitted  as  one  of 
them. 

To  men,  indeed,  whofe  underftandings  have 
been  enlightened  by  the  Ghrifrian  revelation, 
and  enlarged  by  all  the  aids  of  human  learn¬ 
ing;  who  are  under  no  temptations  to  ido¬ 
latry  from  without,  and  whofe  reafoa  from 
within,  would  revolt  at  the  idea  of  worfhip*. 
ping  the  infinite  Author  of  the  univerfe-  under 
any  created  fymbol  to  men  who  are  com¬ 
pelled,  by  the  utmoft  exertion  of  their  rea- 
fon,  to  admit  as  an  irrefragable  truth,  what 
puzzles  the  firfl  principles  of  all  reafoning— 
the  eternal  exifience  of  an  uncaufed  Being ; 

and  who  are  confcious,  that  they  cannot 

give 


*4  W  A  T  S  O  N’s  APOLOGY1 

•  -r  4  ' 

•  1 

^ive  a  full  account  of  any  one  phenomenon 
in  nature,  from  the  rotation  of  the  great  orbs 
of  the  univerfe  to  the  germination  of  a  blade 
of  grafs,  without  having  recourfe  to  him,  as 

»  I,  A  f  ,  *  \  «  .  " 

the  primary  incomprehenfibJe  caufe  of  it 
and  who  from  feeing  him  every  where,  have, 
by  a  flrange  fatality  (converting  an  excefs 

of  evidence  into  a  principle  of  difbelief)  at 

•  «  ,  <  •  *  *  .*  •*  ♦  ■ 

times  doubted  concerning  his  exiftence  any 
where,  and  made  the  very  univerfe  their 
God  ; — to  men  of  fuch  a  ftamp,  it  appears 
almoft  an  incredible  thing,  that  any  human 
being  which  had  feen  the  order  of  nature  in¬ 
terrupted,  dr  the  uniformity  of  its  courfe  fuf- 
pended,  though  but  for  a  moment,  fhould 
ever  afterwards  lofe  the  impreffion  of  reveren¬ 
tial  awd,  which’,  they  apprehend,  Would  have 
been  excited  in  their  minds.  But  whatever 
effect  the  vifible  interpofition  of  the  Deity 
might  have  in  removing  the  fcepticifin,  or 
Confirming  the  faith  of  a  few  philofophers, 
it  is  with  me  a  very  great  doubt,  whether 
the  people  in  general  of  our  days,  would 
be  more  ftrongly  affeded  by  it,  than  they  ap¬ 
pear  to  have  been  in  the  days  of  Mofes. 
Was  any  people  under  heaven  to  efcape 

the  certain  deltru&ion  impending  over  them, 

from 
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from  the  clofe  purfuit  of  an  enraged  and  irrefiftt- 
ble  enemy,  ny  feeing  the  waters  of  the  ocean  be¬ 
coming  a  wall  to. them  on  their  right  hand  and  on 

.*V.  j  A  t 

their  left ;  they  would,  I  apprehend,  be  agitated 
by  the  very  fame  paffions  we  are  told  the 
Ifraelites  were,  when  they  faw  the  fea  return- 
ing  to  his  ftrength,  and  fwallowing  up  the  holt 
of  Pharaoh ;  they  would  fear  ike  Lord .  they 
iuould  believe  the  Lord ,  and  they  would  ex- 

...  j 

prefs  their  faith  and  their  fear  by  praifing 
the  Lord: — They  would  not  behold  fuch  a 
great  work  with  carelefs  indifference^  but  with 
iftonifhment  and  terror  ;  nor  would  you  be 
able  to  deteft  the  ffighteft  veflige  of  'jiub~ 
born  incredulity  in  their  fo'ng  of  gratitude.— 
No  length  of  time  would  be  able  to  blot 
from  their  minds  the  memory  of  fuch  a  tranf- 
aftion,  or  induce  a  doubt  concerning  its  Au¬ 
thor,  though  future  hunger  and  thirft  might 
rhake  them  call  out  for  water  and  bread,  with 
a  defponding  and  rebellious  importunity. 

But  it  was  not  at  the  Red  Sea  only,  that  the 
Ifraelites  regarded  with  fomething  more  than  a 
carelefs  indifference  the  amazing  miracles  which 
God  had  wrought  ;  for  wrhen  the  law  wras  de¬ 
clared  to  them- from  Mount  Sinai,  all  the  people 

faw 
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fdn>  the  ihunderings,  and  the  lightnings ,  and  the 
noife  of  the  iempejt,  and  the  mountains  fmoking ; 
and  when  the  people  faw  it,  they  removed  and  flood 
afar  off,  and  they  faid  unto  Mofes,  Speal  thou 
with  us,  and  we  will  hear  :  Bui  let  not  God  /peak 
with  us,  tefl  we  die.-~- This  again,  Sir,  is  the 
Scripture  account  of  the  language  of  the  con¬ 
temporaries  of  Mofes  and  Jofhua  ;  and  I  leave 
it  to  you  to  confider,  whether  this  is  the  lan¬ 
guage  of Jluhborn  incredulity,  and  carelefs  indif¬ 
ference. 

We  are  told  in  Scripture  too,  thatwhilft  any 

I  ' 

the  contemporaries  of  Mofes  and  Jofhua  were 
alive*  the  whole  people  ferved  the  Lord ;  the 
impreffion  which  a  fight  of  the  miracles  ha4 
made,  was  never  effaced ;  nor  the  obedience 
which  might  have  been  expefted  as  a  natural 
confeq&enee,  refufed,  till  Mofes  and  Jofhua, 
and  all  their  contemporaries,  were  gathered 
unto  their  father^  ;  till  another  generation  after 
them  arofe 9  which  knew  not  the  Lord nor  yet  the 
works  which  he  had  done  for  Ifruet* — -But  the 
people  ferved  the  Lord  all  the  day's  of  Jbfhna,  and 
all  the  days  of  the  elders  that  outlived  Jofhua ,  who 
had f ten  alllhe great  works  of  the  Lordihdt  fit  did 
for  JJraeL  . 


I  AM 
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1am  far  from  thinking  you,  Sir,  unacquaint¬ 
ed  with  Scripture,  or  defirous  of  finking  the 
weight  of  its  teftimony  ;  but  as  the  words  of 
the  hiftory,  from  which  you  mull  have  derived 
yoiif  obfervation,  will  not  fupport  you,  in  im¬ 
puting  cdrelefs  indifference  to  the  contemporaries 
of  Mofes,  or  Jlubborn  incredulity  to  the  forefa¬ 
thers  of  the  jews  ;  I  know  not  what  can  have  in¬ 
duced  you  to  pafs  fo  fevere  a  cenfure  upon 
them,  except  that  you  look  upon  alapfe  into  idol¬ 
atry  as  a  proof  of  infidelity.  In  anfwer  to  this, 

I  would  remark,  that  with  equal  foundnefs  of 
argument  we  ought  to  infer,  that  every  one  who 
tranfgreffes  a  religion,  difbelieves  it;  and  that 
every  individual,  who  in  any  community  in¬ 
curs  civil  pains  and  penalties,  is  a  disbeliever 
of  the  exiftenee  of  the  authority  by'  which 
they  are  infli£ted.  The  fanfTions  of  the  Mo- 
faic  law  were,  in  your  opinion,  terminated 
•within  the  narrow  limits  of  this  life  ;  in 
that  particular  then,  they  mud  have  refem- 
bled  the  fan&ions  of  all  other  civ  if  laws  ;  tranff 
grefs  and  die -is  the  language  of  every  one  of 
•them,  as  well  as  that  of  Mofes  ;  and' I  know  not 
what  reafon-we!  h^ve  to  expeft,  that  the  Jews, 
who  were  animatedby  the  fame-hbpes;  ofoempq- 

C  ral 
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ral  rewards,  impelled  by  the  fame  fears  of  tem¬ 
poral  punilhments  with  the  reft  of  mankind* 
Ihould  have  been  fo  Angular  in  their  conduft, 
as  never  to  have  liftened  to  the  clamours  of 
paffion  before  the  ftill  voice  of  reafon  j  as  never 
to  have  preferred  a  prefent  gratification  of  fenfe, 
in  the  lewd  celebration  of  idolatrous  rites,  be¬ 
fore  the  rigid  obfervanee  of  irkfome  ceremo¬ 
nies. 

BEroRE  I  releafe  you  from  the  trouble  of 
this  letter,  I  cannot  help  obferving,  that  I  could 
have  wifhed  you  had  furnifhed  your  readex 
with  Limborch’s  anfwers  to  the  objections  of 
the  Jew  Orobio,  concerning  the  perpetual  obli¬ 
gation  of  the  law  of  Mofes ;  you  have  indeed 
mentioned  Limborch  with  refpeCt,  in  a  fhort 
note ;  but  though  you  have  ftudioufly  put  into 
the  mouths  of  the  Judaifing  Chriftians  in  the 
Apoftolic  days,  and  with  great  ftrength  inferted 
into  your  text,  whatever  has  been  faid  by  Oro¬ 
bio  or  others  againft  Chriftianity,  from  the 
fuppofed  perpetuity  of  the  Mofaic  difpenfation  j 
yet  you  have  not  favoured  us  with  any  one  qf 
the  numerous  replies,  which  have  been  made  to 
thefe  feemingly  ftrong  objections.  You  are 
pleafed,  it  is  true,  to  fay,  “that  the  induftry  of 


our 
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bur  learned  divines  has  abundantly  explained 
the  ambiguous  language  of  the  old  Teftament, 
and  the  ambiguous  conduft  of  the  ApoRolic 
teachers.”  It  requires,  Sir,  no  learned  induf- 
try,  to  explain  what  is  fo  obvious  and  fo  ex- 
prefs,  that  he  who  runs  may  read  it :  The  language 
of  the  old  Teftament  is  this  ;  Behold ,  the  days 
come ,  faith  the  Lordz  that  I  will  make  a  new  cove¬ 
nant  with  the  houfe  of  Ij rael,  and  with  the  houfeof 
Judah  ;  not  according  to  the  covenant  that  I  made 
with  their  fathers^  in  the  day  that  I  took  them  by 
the  hand  to  bring  them  out  of  the  land  of  Egypt . 
This,  methinks,  is  a  clear  and  folemn  declara¬ 
tion,  there  is  nt>  ambiguity  at  all  in  it,  that  the 
covenant  with  Mofes  Was  not  to  he  perpetual, 
but  w&s  in  fome  future  time  to  give  way  to  a 
new  Covenant .  I  will  not  detain  you  with  an 
explanation  of  what  Mofes  himfelf  has  faid  upOii 
this  fubjeQ: ;  but  you  may  try,  if  you  pleafe, 
whether  you  can  apply  the  following  declara¬ 
tion,  which  Mofes  made  to  the  Jews,  to  any 
prophet  or  fucceflionof  prophets,  with  the  fame 
propriety  that  you  Can  to  Jefus  Chrift  ; — The 
Lord  thy  God  will  raife  up  unto  thee  a  Prophet , 
from  the  midjl  of  thee ,  of  thy  brethren ,  like  unto 
me ;  unto  him  Jhall ye  hearken .  If  you  think  this 

C  2  ambiguous 


so  W  A  T  S  O  N’s  A  P  O  L  O  G  Y 

ambiguous  or  obfcure,  I  Emfwer,  That  it  is  not 
a  hiftory,  but  a  prophecy ;  and  as  fuch  unavoid- 
ably  liable  to  fome  degree  of  obl’curity.  till  in¬ 
terpreted  by  the  event. 

Nor  was  the  conduct  of  the  Apoftles  more 
ambiguous,  than  the  language  of  the  oldTefta- 
ment  j  they  did  not  indeed  at  firft  comprehend 
the  whole  of  the  nature  of  the  new  difpenfation; 
and  when  they  did  underftand  it  better,  they 
did  not  think  proper  upon  every  occafion  ter 
ufe  tneir  Chriftian  liberty ;  but  with  true’Chrif- 
tian  charity,  accommodated  themfelves  in  mat¬ 
ters  of  indifference  to  the'  prejudices  of  their 
weaker  brethren-.-  J3m  he  who  changes  his  con¬ 
duct  with  a  change  of  fehtiments,  proceeding, 
from  an  increafe  of  knowledge,  is  not  ambigu¬ 
ous  in  his  conduct;  nor  fliould  he  be  accufed 
of  a  culpable  duplicity,  who  in  a  matter  of  the 

i 

lalt  importance' endeavours  to  conciliate  the 
good-will  of  all,  by  conforming  in  a  few  in¬ 
nocent  obfervances  to  the  particular  perfua?. 
fions  of  different  men. 

One  remark  more,  and  I  have  done.  In' 
your  account  of  the  Gnoftics,  you  have  given 
us  a  very  minute  catalogue  of  the  objeaions, 
which  they  made  to  the  authority  of  Mofes, 

r  • 

from 


from  liis  account  of  the  creation,  of  the  patri¬ 
archs,  of  the  law,  and  of  the  attributes  of  the 
Deity  :  I  have  not  leifure  to  examine,  whether 
the  Gnoftics  of  former  ages  really  made  all  the 
objeftions  you  have  mentioned.  I  take  it  for 
granted,  upon  your  authority,  that  they  did  : 
But  I  am  certain  if  they  did,  that  the  Gnoftics 
of  modern  times  have  no  reafon  to  be  puffud  up 
with  their  knowledge,  or  to  be  had  in  admira¬ 
tion  as  men  of  fubtle  penetration  or  refined 
erudition  ;  they  are  all  miferable  copiers  of 
their  brethren  of  antiquity  ;  and  neither  Mor* 
gan,  nor  Tindal.  nor  Bolingbroke,  nor  Voltaire, 
have  been  able  to  produce  fcarce  a  fingle  new 
obj  e&ion.  You  think  that  the  Fathers  have  not 
properly  anfwered  the  Gnoftics.  I  make  no 
queftion,  Sir,  you  are  able  to  anfwer  them  to 
your  own  fatisfa&ion  ;  and  informed  of  every 
thing  that  has  been  faid  by  ou xindujlrious  divines 
upon  the  fubjeQ: :  And  we  fhould  have  been 
glad,  if  it  had  fallen  in  with  your  plan  to  have 
adminiftered  together  with  the  poifon  its  anti¬ 
dote  ;  but  fince  that  is  not  the  cafe,  left  its 
malignity  fhould  fpread  too  far,  I  muft  juft  men¬ 
tion  it  to  my  younger  readers,  that  Leland  and 

others,  in  their  replies  to  the  modern  Deifts, 

C  g  have 
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have  given  very  full,  and,  as  many  learned  men 
apprehend,  very  fatisfa&ory  anfwers  to  every 

one  of  the  objeftions,  which  you  have  derived 
from  the  Gnoftic  herefy. 


I  amj  Sc c. 
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1  HE  do&rinc  of  a  future 
life,  improved  by  every  additional  circum- 
fiance  which  could  give  weight  and  efficacy 
to  that  important  truth,”  is  the  fecond  of  the 
caufes  to  which  you  attribute  the  quick  in- 
creafe  of  Chriflianity.  Now  if  we  impartially 
confider  the  circumftances  of  the  perfons,  to 
whom  the  do&rine,  not  limply  of  a  future  life, 
but  of  a  future  life  accompanied  with  punifh- 
ments  as  well  as  rewards  ;  not  only  of  the  im¬ 
mortality  of  the  foul,  but  of  the  immortality  of 
the  foul  accompanied  with  that  of  the  refur- 
re£tion,  was  delivered ;  I  cannot  be  of  opinion 
that,  abftra&ed  from  the  fupernatural  teftimony 
by  which  it  was  enforced,  it  could  have  met 
with  any  very  extenfive  reception  amongft 
them* 

.  C  4  It 
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not  tint  kind  of  future  life,  which 
they  cxpefted  ;  it  did  not  hold  out  to  them  the 
punifhments  of  the  infernal  regions,  as  aniles 
fabulas  :  To  the  queftion,  Quid  ft  pjl  mortem 
•  mnneaift  akimi  ?  they  could  not  anfwer  with 
Cicero  and  the  philofophers. ,^-Beatos  eje  con. 
cedo  j  becaufe  there  was  a  great  probability, 
th^t  it  might  be  quite  otherwifp  with  them.  I 
am  not  to  learn,  that  there  are  paffages  to  be 
picked  up  in  the  writings  of  the  antients,  which 
might  be  produced  as  proofs  of  their  expeaing 
.a  future  ftate  of  punifhment  for  the  flagitious  y 

J^tft  ,this  opinion  was  worn  out  of  credit,  before 

■  +  ,  '  -  •  * 

the  time  of  our  Saviour  :  Th.e  whole  di  fputa* 

tion  in  the  fir  ft  book  of  the  Tufculan  Queftions, 
goes  upon  the  other  fuppofition :  Nor  was  the 
abfurdity  of  the  do  Brine  of  future  punifhments 
c.onfiiied  to  the  writings  of  the  philofophers,  or 
thq  circles  of  the  learned  and  polite ;  for  Cicero, 

4,0  njention  no  others,  makes  no  fecret  of  it 

.  •  > 


ii\  his  publ'c  pleadings  before  the  people  at 
large.  You  yourfelf,  Sir,  have  referred  to  his 
oration  for  Cluentius  ;  in  this  oration,  you  may 
remember  he  makes  great  mention  of  a  very 

abandoned  fellow,  who  had  forged  I  know  not 

how  many  wills,  murdered  I  know  not  how. 


many 
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tftany  wives,  and  perpetrated  a  thoufand  other 
yillanies  ;  yet  even  to  this  profligate,  byname 
Oppianicus,  he  is  perfuaded,  that  death  was 
not  the  occafion  of  any  evil.*  Hence,  I  think, 
we  may  conclude,  that  fuch  of  the  Romans,  as 
were  not  wholly  infeCted  with  the  annihilating 
notions  of  Epicurus,  but  entertained  (whether 
from  remote  tradition,  or  enlightened  argu¬ 
mentation)  hopes  of  a  future  life,  had  no  man-t 
tier  of  expectation  of  fuch  a  life,  as  included  iu 
it  the  feverity  of  punilliment,  denounced  in  th? 
Chriftian  fcheme  agafnft  the  wicked. 

Nor  was  it  that  kind  of  future  life,  which 
they  wifhed  ;  they  would  have  been  glad  enough 
of  an  Elyfium,  which  copld  have  admitted  into 
it  men  who  had  fpent  this  life  in  the  perpetra¬ 
tion  of  every  vice,  which  can  debafe  and  pol¬ 
lute  the  human  heart.  To  abandon  every  re¬ 
ducing  gratification  of  fenfe,  to  pluck  up  every 
latent  root  of  ambition,  to  fubdue  every  impulfe 
t>f  revenge,  to  diveft  themfelves  of  every  inve^ 
terate  habit,  in  which  their  glory  and  their 

pleafure 

*  Nam 'nunc  quidem  quid  tandem  mali  illi  mors  attulit  ? 
nifi  forte  ineptiis  ac  fabulis  ducimur,  ut  cxiftimemus  apud 
inferos  impiorum  fupplicia  perferre  ;  ac  plures  illic  offen- 
diffe  inimicos  quam  hie  reliquiffe — quae  fi  falfa  fint,  id  quod 
omnes  intelligunt, 
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pfeafute  confifted  ;  to  do  all  this  and  more,  be- 
fbre  they  could  look  up  to  the  do&rine  of  a  fu- 
lure  life,  without  terror  and  amazement,  was 
not,  one  would  think,  an  eafy  undertaking  ; 
Sioi  was  it  likely,  that  many  would  forfake  the 
religious  inftitutions  of  their  anceftors,  fet  at 
nought  the  gods,  under  whoie  aufpices  the  Cap- 
Kol  had  been  founded,  and  Rome  mademiftrefs 
of  the  worlds  and  fuffer  themfelves  to  be  per- 
fuaded  into  the  belief  of  a  tenet,  the  very  men¬ 
tion  of  which  made  Felix  tremble,  by  any  thing 
lefs  than  a  full  conviction  of  the  fupernatural 
authority  of  thofe  who  taught  it. 

The  feveial  fchools  of  Gentile  philofophy 
had  difcufled,  with  no  fmall  fubtlety,  every  ar¬ 
gument,  which  reafon  could  fugged,  for  and 
a  gain  ft  the  immortality  of  the  foul ;  and  thofe 
uncertain  glimmerings  of  the  light  of  nature, 
would  have  prepared  the  minds  of  the  learned 
for  the  reception  of  the  full  illuftration  of  this 
fubjeft  by  the  gofpel,  had  not  the  refurreftion 
been  a  part  of  the  doftrine  therein  advanced.  But 
that  this  corporal  frame,  which  is  hourly  moul¬ 
dering  away,  and  refolved  at  laft  into  the  undif- 
tmgui died  mafs  of  elements,  from  which  it  was 
at  fir  ft  derived,  fhould  ever  be  clothed  with  im¬ 
mortality ; 
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mortality  ;  that  this  corruptible  Jhould  ever  pu I 
$n  incorruption ,  is  a  truth  fo  far  removed  from 
the  apprehenlion  of  philofophical  refearch,  fo  dif* 
fonant  from  the  common  conceptions  of  man¬ 
kind,  that  amongft  all  ranks  and  perfuafions  of 
men  it  was  efteemed  an  impolfible  thing.  At 
Athens  the  philofophers  had  liftened  with  pa¬ 
tience  to  St.  Paul,  whilft  they  conceived  him 
but  a  fetter  forth  of flrange  gods ;  but  as  foon  as 
they  comprehended,  that  by  the  he  meant 

the  refurre&ion,  they  turned  from  him  with 
contempt.  It  was  principally  the  infilling  upon 
the  fame  topic,  which  made  Feflus  think,  that 
much  learning  had  made  him  mad  :  And  the  ques¬ 
tions,  how  are  the  dead  raifed  up  ?  and ,  with  what 
body  do  they  come  ?  feem,  by  Paul’s  folicitude  to 
anfwer  them  with  fulnefs  and  precilion,  to  have 
been  not  unfrequently  propofed  to  him,  by  tliofe 
who  were  defirous  of  becoming  Chriftians. 

'  The  do&rine  of  a  future  life  then,  as  promul- 
ged  in  the  gofpel,being  neither  agreeable  to  the 
expectations, nor  correfponding  with  thewifheS| 
nor  conformable  to  the  reafon  of  the  Gentiles, 
I  can  difeover  no  motive  (fetting  afide  the  true 
one,  the  divine  power  of  itsfirft  preachers)  which 
Could  induce  them  to  receive  it ;  and  in  confe- 

quence 
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quence  of  their  belief,  to  conform  their  loofe 
inorals  to  the  rigid  ftandard  of  gofpel  pu* 
^ity  ,upon  the  mere  authority  of  a  few  contempt 
tible  fifhern>en  of  Judea*  Arid  even  you  your* 
feif.  Sir,  feem  to  have  changed  your  opinion 
concerning  the  efficacy  of  the  expedition  of 
•  a  future  life  in  converting  the  Heathens,  when 
you  obferve  in  the  following  chapter,  that 
“  the  Pagan  multitude  referving  their  gratitude 
for  temporal  benefits  alone,  rejefted  the  inefti- 
enable  prefent  of  life  and  immortality,  which  was 
offered  to  mankind  by  jefus  of  Nazareth/* 
Montesquieu  is  of  opinion,  that  it  will  ever 
l>e  impoffible  for  Chriftianky  to  eftablifih  itfeif 
in  China  and  the  Eaft,  from  this  circumftance, 
that  it  prohibits  a  plurality  of  wives  :  How 
then  could  it  have  been  peffible  for  it  to  have  per¬ 
vaded  the  voluptuous  Capital,  andtraverfed  the 
Utmoft  limits  of  the  empire  of  Rome,  by  the  fee¬ 
ble  efforts  of  human  induftry  or  human  knavery? 

But  the  Gentiles,  you  are  of  opinion,  were 
converted  by  their  fears  ;  and  reckon  the  doe- 
trines  of  Chrift^s  fpeedy  appearance,  of  the  millen¬ 
nium,  and  of  the  general  conflagration,  amorigft 

t  ,  .  - . 

thofe  additional  circumftarices,  which  gave 
weight  to  that  concerning  a  future  ft  ate.  Be¬ 
fore 
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fore  I  proceed  to  the  examination  of  the  effi¬ 
ciency  ofthefefeveral  circUmftances,  in  alarming 
the  apprehenfions  of  Che  Gentiles,  what  if  I 
fliould  grant  your  pofition  ?  ftill  the  main  ques¬ 
tion  recurs,  From  what  foiirce  did  they  derive 
the  fears,  which  converted  them  ?  Not  furely 
from  the  mere  hitman  labours  of  men*  who  wer£ 
every  where  fpoken  againft,rhade  a  fpe Stacie  of, 
and  confidefed  as  the  filth  of  the  world,  and  the 
dffscouring  of  all  things—not  furely  from  the 
human  powers  of  him,  who  profeffed  himfelf 

tude  id  fptechy  in  bodily  prefence  contemptible^  and 

■  v  - 

a  defpifer  of^Ae  excellency  of  fpeech^aiid  the  enticing 
words  of  men's  wifdom .  No,  fuch  wretched  in- 
ftruments  wefe  but  ill  fitted,  to  infpire  the 
haughty,  and  the  learned  Romans,  with  any  other 
paffions  than  thofe  of  pity,  or  contempt. 

Now,  Sir,  if  you  pleafe,  we  will  confider that 
rmiverfal  expe Station  of  the  approaching  end  of 
-the  world,  which  you  think  had  fuch  great  in¬ 
fluence  in  Converting  the  Pagans  to  the  profef- 
fion  of  Chriftianity.  The  near  approach,  you 
fay,  of  this  wonderful  event  had  been  predicted 
by  the  Apoftles,  though  the  revolution  of 
feventeen  centuries  has  inftruSted  us,  not  to 
prefs  too  clofely  the  mylterious  language  of 

prophecy 
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prophecy  and  revelation”  That  this  opinion* 
even  in  the  times  of  the  Apbftles,  had  made  its 
Vay  into  the  Chriftian  church,  I  readily  admit  ; 
but  that  the  Apoftles  ever  either  pfedi&ed  this 
event  to  others,  or  chenfhed  the  expectation  of 
it  in  themfelves,  does  not  feetn  probable  to  me; 
As  this  is  a  point  of  fonie  difficulty  and  import*  * 

ance,  you  will  fufferme  to  explain  it  at  fome 
length* 

It  mud  be  owned,  that  there  are  fevetal  paf- 
fages  in  the  writings  of  the  Apoftles,  which,  at 
the  firft  view,  feem  to  countenance  the  opinion 
you  have  adopted.  Now,  fays  St.  Paid,  in  his 
epiftle  to  the  Romans,  it  is  high  time  to  awake  out 
of  feep  ;  for  now  is  dilr  fatvdtion  nearer  than 
when  we  believed  :  The  night  is  fdr  fpent ,  the  day 
is  at  hand >  And  in  his  firft  epiftle  to  the  Thef- 
falonians,  he  cotnforts  fuch  of  them  as  wefe  for- 
rowing  for  the  Iofs  of  their  friends,  by  affuring 
them,  that  they  were  not  loft  forever ;  but  that 
the  Lord,  when  he  came,  would  bring  them  with 
him;  and  that  they  would  not,  in  the  participa¬ 
tion  of  any  bleffings,  be  in  any  wife  behind  thofe, 
who  fhould* happen  then  to  be  alive ;  we,  fays 
he  (the  Chriftians  of  whatever  age  or  country, 
agreeable  to  a  frequent  ufe  of  the  pronoun  toe) 

which 
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'Which  are  alive ,  remain  unto  the  coming  of  the 

Lord 5  ^tf//  wo?  prevent  them  which  are  afleep  $ 
for  the  Lord  himfelf Jhall  defend  from  heaven  with 
a  fhout ,  with  the  voice  of  the  archangel ,  with 

the  trump  of  God ,  the  dead  in  Chrif  fhalt  rife 

firfl :  Then ,  we  which  are  alive  and  femaiii ,  fh M 
be  caught  up  together  -with  them  in  the  ‘clouds,  to 
meet  the  Lord.  In  his  epiftle  to  the  Philippians, 
he  exhorts  his  Chriftian  brethren  hot  to  difquict 
themfelves  with  carking  cares  about  their  tem¬ 
poral  concerns,  from  this  powerful  corVfidera- 
tion,  that  the  Lord  was  at  hand  ;  let  your  moder¬ 
ation  be  known  unto  all  men  ;  the  Lord  is  at  hand  ; 
■ie  careful  about  nothing.  The  Apoftle  to  the 
Hebrews  inculcates  the  fame  do&rine,  admon* 

-  ifhing  his  converts  to  provoke  one  another  to  love , 
and  to  good  works ;  and  fo  much  the  more,  as  they 
faw  the  day  approaching.  The  age  in  which  the 
Apoftles  lived,  is  frequently  called  by  them  the 

* 

end  of  the  world,  the  laft  days,  the  laft  hour,  I 
think  it  unneceffary,  Sir,  to  trouble  you  with  an 
explication  of  thefe  and  other  fimilar  texts  of 
Scripture,  which  are  ufually  adduced  in  fuppott 
of  your  opinion  ;  fince  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
give'  you  a  direct  proof,  that  the  Apoftles  nei¬ 
ther  comforted  themfelves^  nor  encouraged 

others 
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others  with  the  delightful  hope  of  feeing  theif 
Mailer  coming  again  into  the  world.  It  is  evi¬ 
dent  then,  that  St.  John,  who  furvived  all  the 
other  Apoftles,  could  not  have  had  any  fuch  ex¬ 
pectation  ;  fince  in  the  Book  of  the  Revela¬ 
tion,  the  future  events  of  the  Chriftian  church* 
which  were  not  to  take  place,  many  of  themf 
till  a  long  feries  of  yeaLrs  after  his  death,  and 
fonie  of  which  have  not  yet  been  accomplifiied* 
are  there  minutely  defcribed.  St.  Peter,  in 
like  manner,  ftrongly  intimates;  that  the  day  of 
the  Lord  might  be  faid  to  be  at  hand,  though.it 
was  at  the  diftance  of  a  thoufand  years  or  more; 
for  in  replying  to  the  taunt  of  thofe  who  did 
_then,  or  fhould  in  futiire  alk,  Where  is  the  pro- 
mife  of  his  coming  ?  he  fays,  Beloved ,  be  not  igno¬ 
rant  of  this  one  thing ,  that  orie  ddy  is-  with  the  Lord 
ms  a  thoufand  years ,  and  a  thoufand  years  us  one 
day :  The  Lord  is  not flack  concerning  his  promife , 
as  fome  men  count  fl a  chiefs.  And  he  fpeaks  of 
putting  off  his  tabernacle,  as  the  Lord  had  fecw- 
ed  him  ;  and  of  his  endeavour,  that  the  ChrifHans 
after  his  deceafe  might  be  able  to  have  the fe 
things  in  remembrance  :  So  that  it  is  paft  a 
.  doubt,  he  could  notbe  of  opinion,  that  the  Lord 
would  come  imhis*  time.  As  to  St*  Paul,  upon 

a  par- 
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a  partial  view  of  whofe  writings  the  doftrinc 
concerning  the  fpeedy  coming  of  Chrift  is  prin¬ 
cipally  founded  ;  it  is  manifeft,  that  he  was  con- 
fcibiis  he  fhould  not  live  to  fee  it,  notwith- 
ftanding  the  exprefiion  before  mentioned,  we 
'which  are  alive ;  for  he  foretels  his  own  death 
in  exprefs  terms — the  time  of  my  departure  is  at 
hand  ;  and  he  fpeaks  of  his  reward,  not  as  im¬ 
mediately  to  be  conferred  on  him  ;  but  as  laid 
up,  and  referved  for  him  till  fome  future  day— 
I  have  fought  a  good  fight ,  I  have  finijhed  my 
courfe  ;  henceforth  there  is  laid  up  for  me  a  crown 
of  nghteoufnefs ,  which  the  Lord ,  the  righteous 
judge ,  Jhall  give  me  at  that  day ,  There  is  more¬ 
over  onepafiage  in  his  writings,  which  is  fo  ex¬ 
prefs,  and  full  to  the  purpofe,  that  it  will  put  the 
matter,  I  think,  beyond  all  doubt  ;  .it  occurs  in 
his  fecond  Epiftle  to  the  ThefTalonians  :  They, 
it  feems,  had  either  by  mifreprefenting  fome 
parts  of  his  former  letter  to  them,  or  by  the 
preaching  of  fome,  who  had  not  the  fpirit  of 
truth  ;  by  fome  means  or  other,  they  had  been 
led  to  expeft  the  fpeedy  coming  of  Chrift,  and 
been  greatly  difturbed.in  mind  upon  that  ac¬ 
count  :  To  remove  this  error, he  writes  to  them 
in  the  following  very  folemn  and  affeaionate 
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manner  ;  We  befeech  you^  brethren ,  by  the  coming 
of  our  Lord  Jefus  Chriji ,  and  by  our  gathering  to¬ 
gether  unto  him ,  that  ye  he  not  foon Jhakewin  mind , 
or  be  troubled ,  neither  by  fpimt ,  wor  by  word ,  nor 
letter  as  from  us ,  £5  that  the  day  of  the  Lord  is 
at  hand  ;  let  no  man  deceive  you  by  .  &njy  means • 
He  then  goes  on  to  defcribe  a  falling  away,  a 
great  corruption  of  the  Chriftian  church,  which 
was  to  happen  before  the  day  of  the  Lord  :  Now 
by  this  revelation  of  the  man  of  fin,  this  my  fie  ry 
of  iniquity,  which  is  to  be  confirmed  with  the 
fpirit  of  his  mouth,  deftroyed  with  the  bright- 
nefs  of  his  coming,  we  have  every  reafon  to  be¬ 
lieve,  is  to  be  underftood  the  pall  and  prefent 
abominations  of  the  church  of  Rome.  How” 
then  can  it  be  faid  of  Paul*  who  clearly  forefaw” 
this  corruption  above  feventeen  hundred  years 
ago,  that  he  expedited  the  coming  of  the  Lord  in 
his  own  day  ?  Let  us  prefs.  Sir,  the  myfterious 
language  of  prophecy  and  revelation,  as  clofely 
as  you  pleafe  ;  but  let  us  prefs  it  truly  ;  and  we 
may,  perhaps,  find  reafon  from  thence  to  re¬ 
ceive,  with  lefs  relecianee,  a  religion  which  d'e- 
fcribes  a  corruption,  the  ftrafigenefs  of  which, 
had  it  not  been  foretold  in  unequivocal  terms, 
might  have  amazed  even  a  friend  to  Chrif¬ 
tian  ity.  I  will 
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I  will  produce  you,  Sir,-  a  prophecy,  which 
the  more  clofely  you  prefs  it,  the  more  reafon 
you  will  have  to  believe,  that  the  fpeedy  com¬ 
ing  of  Chfift  could  never  have  been  predicted  by 
the  Apoftles.  Take  it,  as  tranflated  by  Bifhop 
Newton  :  But  the.  Spirit  fpeaketh  exprefsly ,  that 
in  the  latter  times,  fame  Jliall  apojlatize  from  the 
faith  ;  giving  heed  to  erroneous  fpirits,  and  doc- 

.  ■  '  ■  r 

trines  concerning  demons ,  through  the  hypocrify  of 
liars  ;  having  their  confcience  feared  with  a  red 
hot  iron.;  forbidding  to  marry ,  and  commanding  to 
dbflain  from  meats. — Here  you  have  an  exprefs 
prophecy — the  Spirit  hath  fpoken  it — that  in 
the  latter  times — not  immediately,  but  at  fome 
diftant  period — fome  fhouM  apoftatize  from  the 
faith — fome,  who  had  been  Chriftians,  fhould  in 
truth  be  fo  no  longer — but  fhould  give  heed  to 
erroneous  fpirits,  and  doftrines  concerning  de¬ 
mons  : — Prefs  this  expreffion  clofely,  and  you 
may,  perhaps,  difcover  in  it  the  erroneous  te¬ 
nets,  and  the  demon,  or  faint  worfhip  of  the 
church  of  Rome  ; — through  the  hypocrify  of 
liars  You  recognize,  no  doubt,  the  prieft- 
hood,  and  the  martyrologifts  — having  their 
confcience  feared  with  a  red  hot  iron  : — Cal¬ 
lous,  indeed^  mull  his  confcience  be^  who  traf- 
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fics  in  indulgences  ; — forbidding  to  marryy 
and  commanding  to  abftain  from  meats  : — This? 
language  needs  no  preffing  ;  it  difcovers,  at 
once,  the  unhappy  votaries  of  monaftic  life, 
and  the  mortal  fin  of  eating  flefh  on  fail  days* 
If,  notwithstanding  what  has  been  faid,  you 
fhould  ftill  be  of  opinion,  that  the  Apoflles  ex¬ 
pelled  Chrifl  would  come  in  their  time;  it 

•to 

will  not  follow,  that  this  their  error  ought  in 
any  wife  to  diminifh  their  authority  as  preach¬ 
ers  of  the  Gofpel.  I  am  fenfible  this  pofition 
may  alarm  even  fom'e  well-wifhers  to  Chriftian- 
ity  ;  and  fupply  its  enemies  with,  what  they 

r; 

•will  think,  an  irrefragable  argument  :  The 
Apoflles,  they  will  fay,  were  infpired  with  the 
fpirit  of  truth  y  and  yet  they  fell  into  a  grofs 
miflake,  concerning  a  matter  of  great  import¬ 
ance  ;  how  is'  this  to  be  reconciled  ?  Perhaps, 
in  the  following  manner  :  When  the  time  of 
our  Saviour’s  miniflry  was  nearly  at  an  end,  he 
thought  proper  to  raife  the  fpirits  of  his  difci- 
ples,  who  were  quite  call  down  with  what  he  had 
told  them  about  his  defign  of  leaving  them  ;  by 
promifing,  that  he  would  fend  to  them  the  Holy 
Ghoft,  the  Comforter,  the  Spirit  of  Truth; 

who  fhould  teach  them  all  things,  and  lead  them* 

into 
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into  all  truth.  And  we  know,  that  this  his 
pronrife  was  accomplilhed  on  the  day  of  Pente- 
coft,  when  they  were  all  filled  with  the  Holy 
Ghoft  ;  and  we  know  farther,  that  from  that 
time  forward,  they  were  enabled  to  fpeak  with 
tongues,  to  work  miracles,  to  preach  the  word 
with  power,  and  to  comprehend  the  myftery  of 
the  new  difpenfation,  which  was  committed  unto 
them.  But  we  have  no  reafon  from  hence  to 
conclude,  that  they  were  immediately  infpired 
with  the  apprehenfion  of  whatever  might  be 
known  ;  that  they  became  acquainted  with  all 
kinds  of  truth  :  They  were  undoubtedly  led 
into  fuch  truths,  as  it  was  neceffary  for  them  to 
know,  in  order  to  their  converting  the  world  to 
Chriftianity;  but  in  other  things,  they  were 
probably  left  to  the  exercife  of  their  under- 
ftandings,  as  other  men  ufually  are.  But  furely 
they  might  be  proper  witneffes  of  the  life  and 
refurre&ion  of  Chrift,  though  they  were  not 
acquainted  with  every  thing,  which  might  have 
been  known ;  though  in  particular,  they  were 
ignorant  of  the  precife  time,  when  our  Lord 
would  come  to  judge  the  world.  It  can  be  no 
impeachment,  either  of  their  integrity  as  men, 
or  their  ability  as  hiftorians.  or  their  honefty  as 

D  0)  preachers. 
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preachers  of  the  gofpel;  that  they  were  unac¬ 
quainted  with  what  had  never  been  revealed  to 
them  ;  ‘that  they  followed  their  own  imderftand-* 
ings5  where  they  had  no  better  light  to  guide 
tnem  ;  fpeaking  from  conjefture,  when  they 
could  not  fpeak  from  certainty ;  of  themfelves, 
when  they  had  no  commandment  af  the  Lord. 
They  knew  but  in  part,  and  they  prophefied  but 
in  part  ;  and  concerning  this  particular  point, 
Jefus  himfelf  had  told  them, juft  as  he  was  about 
finally  to  leave  them,  that  it  was  not  for  them  to 
know  the  times  and  the  feafons^  which  the  Father  had 
put  in  ms  own  power .  Nor  is  it  to  be  wondered 
at,  that  the  Apoftles  were  left  in  a  ftate  of  uncer¬ 
tainty,  concerning  the  time  in  which  Chrift 
fhould  appear ;  fince  Beings,  far  more  exalted 
and  more  highly  favoured  of  heaven  than  they, 
were  under  an  equal  degree  of  ignorance  ;  Of 
that  day,  fays  our  Saviour,  and  oj  that  hour , 
hiowethno  one  ;  no ,  net  the  angels  which  are  in 
heaven ,  neither  the  Son ,  hut  the  Father  only *  I  am 
afraid,  Sir,  I  have  tired  you  with  feripture  quo¬ 
tation^-;  .but  if  I  have  been  fortunate  enough  to 
convinceyou,  either  .that  the  fpeedy  coming  of 
Chrift;  ;was  never. expe&ecl,  much  lefs  preditted, 
by  the ’Apoftles ;  or  that  their  miftake  in  that 

particular 
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particular  expefftation,  can  in  no  degree  dimin*. 
i fh  the  general  weight  of  their  teftimony  as  hif- 
toriansj.  I  (hall  not  be  forry  for  the  ennui  I  may 
have  occafioned  you. 

The  do&rine  of  the  Millennium,  is  the  fe- 
cond  of  the  circumftanccs  which  you  produce, 
as  giving  weight  to  that  of  a  future  ftate ;  an4 
yoti  rep  re  fen  t  this  doftrine  as  having  been 
66  carefully  inculcated  by  a  fucceffion  of  the 
fathers,  from  Juftin  Martyr  and  Irenseus  down 
to  La6lantius  and  obferve,  that  when  u  the 

f  f 

edifice  of  the  church  was  almoft  completed,  the 
temporary  fuppoit  was  laid  afide  and  in  the 
notes,  you  refer  us,  as  a  proof  of  what  you  ad- 
vance,  to  u  Irenoeus,  the  difciple  of  Papias, 
who  had  feen  the  Apoftle  St.  John,  and  to  the 
fecond  Dialogue  of  Juftin  with  Trypho. 

I  wish,  Sir,  you  had  turned  to  Eufcbius, 
for  the  char  after  of  this  Papias,  who  had  feen 
the  Apoftle  St.  John  ;  you  would  there  have 
found  hint  reprefented  as  little  better  than  a 
credulous  old  woman  ;  very  averfe  from  read- 
ing,  but  mightily  given  to  picking  up  ftories 
and  traditions  next  to  fabulous ;  among  ft  which 
Eufebius  reckons  this  of  the  Millennium  one? 
JJor  is  it,  I  apprehend,  quite  certain,  that  Pa- 

D  4  pias 
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pias  ever  faw,  much  lefs  difcourfed,  as  feems  ta 
be  infinuated,  with  the  Apoftle  St.  John.  Eu- 
febius  thinks  rather,  that  it  was  John-  the 
prefbyter  he  had  feen.  But  what  if  he  had  feen 
the  Apoftle  himfelf  ?  many  a  weak-headed  man 
had  undoubtedly  feen  him,  as  well  as  Papias ; 
and  it  would  be  hard  indeed  upon  Chriftians,  if 
they  were  compelled  to  receive  as  apoftolical  tra¬ 
ditions,  the  wild  reveries  of  antient  enthufiafm, 
cr  fuch  crude  conceptions  of  ignorant  fanata- 
cifm,  as  nothing  but  the  ruft  of  antiquity  cap 
render  venerable. 

As  to  the  works  ol  J uftin,  the  very  Dialogue 
you  refer  to  contains  a  proof,  that  the  doc¬ 
trine  of  the  Millennium  had  not,  even  ip  his 
time,  the  univerfal  reception  you  have  fup- 
pofed  ;  but  that  piany  Chriftians  of  pure  and 
pious  principles  rejected  it.  I  wonder  how 
this  paflage  efcappd  you  ;  but  it  may  be,  that 
you  followed  Tillotfon,  who  himfelf  followed 
Mede,  and  read  in  the  original  inftead  of 
au ;  and  thus  unwarily  violated  the  idiom  of 

*  '  '  *  *  v  .  r  .  i 

the  language,  the  fenfe  of  the  context,  and 
the  authority*  of  the'  bed  editions*.  In  the 

note 

*  Juflin,  in  anfwering  tne  cpiefbon  propofed  by  Try- 
pho,  whether  the  Chriflians  believed  the  doftrine  of 

the 
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pote  you  obferve,  that  it  is  unneceffary  for 
you  to  mention  all  the  intermediate  fathers 
between  Juftin  and  La&antius,  as  the  fa 61* 
you  fay,  is  not  difputed.  In  a  man,  who  has 
read  fo  many  books,  and  to  fo  good  a  pur- 
pofe,  he  mufl  be  captious  indeed,  who  can¬ 
not  excufe  fmall  miftakes :  That  unpreju¬ 
diced  regard  to  truth,  however,  which  is  the 
great  chara£leriftic  of  every  diftingui  {lied  hif- 
torian,  will,  I  am  perfuaded,  make  you  thank 
.  me  for  recalling  to  your  memory,  that  Ori- 
gen,  the  moft  learned  of  all  the  fathers,  and 
Dionyfius,  bifhop  of  Alexandria,  ufually  for 
liis  immenfe  erudition  furnarhed  the  Great, 
were  both  of  them  prior  to  Laftantius,  and 
both  of  them  impugners  of  the  Millennium 
^o£lrine.  Look,  Sir,  into  Mofheim,  or  al- 

molt 


the  Millennium,  fays,  CLfxohoyvax  yy  aoi  xxi  on  sya? 

XXI  CiWoi  'GtoWoi  TOCVTX  (pgOVbfAB y,  COS  XXt  ‘ZoXVTCOS 

rzro  y£yo7'ro/yuvov.  IljXAys’  (f  xv  xxi  rcov  rv s  K.A0APAE  KA|  ET£E- 
BOTE  o yrcov  X(ji?ixvco)>  PNOMHE  mro  (xi)  yvcogtfyi y,  s<tv>[axvoc  aoi . 
The  note  fubjoined  to  this  paflage  out  of  Juftin,  in 
Thirlby’s  Ed.  an.  1722,  is,  [rioAXa?  av  you  rcov  tvs  xx$x~ 
fxs.]  Medug  (quem  fequitur  Tillotfonus,  Reg.  Fidei  per. 
ni.  feffc.  9,  p.  75^?  &  fcq.)  legit  rcov  a  rris  xxQccgzs*  Ve- 
hementer  errant  viri  prasclari. 

And  in  Jebb’s  Edit.  an.  1719,  we  have  the  follow¬ 
ing  note  :  Doftrina  itaque  de  Millennio,  neque  crat  uni- 
vcrfalis  ecclefisc  ti  >iditio,  nec  opinio  de  fide  recepta,  & c. 
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molt  any  writer  of  ecdefiaftical  hiftory  ;  and 
you  will  find  the  oppofition  of  Origen  and 
Dionyfius  to  this  fyltem  particularly  noticed  : 
Look  into  fo  common  an  author  as  Whitby; 
and  in  his  learned  treatife  upon  this  fubjea, 
you  will  find  he  has  well  proved  thefe  two 
propcfitions ;  firft,  that  this  opinion  of  the 
Millennium  was  never  generally  received  in 
the  cam  eh  cf  Chrift  ;  fecondly,  that  there  is 
po  juft  ground  to  think  it  was  derived  from 
the  Apofties.  From  hence  I  think  we  may  con¬ 
clude,  that  this  Millenniyrn  dohlrinc  (which,  by'** 
the  bye,  though  it  be  new  modelled,  is  not  yet 
thrown  afidej  could  not  have  been  any  very  fer- 
Viceable  fcaffbld,  in  the  ereftion  of  that  mighty 
edifice,  which  has  crufhed  by  the  weight  of  its 
materials,  and  debafed  by  the  elegance  of  its 
ft  rupture,  the  ftatelieft  temples  of  heathen  fuper- 
ftition.  With  thefe  remarks,  I  take  leave  of 
the  Millennium ;  juft  obferving,  that  your  third 
circumftance,  the  general  conflagration,  feems 
to  be  effectually  included  in  your  firft,  the 
fpecdy  doming  of  Chrift. 

•  f  t  •  j , 

I  am,  &c. 

LETTER 
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Si  r, 

V 

JL  O  U  efte-em  the  miracii- 

H 

lous  powers  afcribed  to  the  primitive  church/* 
as  the  third  of  the  fecondary  caufes  of  the 

rapid  growth  of  Chriftianity ;  I  .mould  bo 

»  ’  * 

willing  to  account  tile  miracles,  not  mOreljr 
afcribed  to  the  primitive  church,  but  realljf 
performed  by  the  Apoftles,  as  the  one  great 
primary  caufe  of  the  converfion  of  the  Gen¬ 
tiles.  But  waving  this  confideration,  let  us 
.  * 

iee  whether  the  miraculous  powers,  which 
you  afcribe  to  the  primitive  church,  were  in 
any  eminent  degree  calculated  to  fpread  the 
belief  of  Chriliianity  among!!  a  great  and  at* 
enlightened  people. 

They  confifted,  you  tell  us,  “  of  divine 
infpirations,  conveyed  fometimes  in  the  form 
a  fleeping,  fometimes  of,, a  waking  vilion  ; 
and  were  liberally  bellowed  on  all  ranks  of 

the 
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the  faithful,  on  women  as  on  elders,  on  boys 
as  well  as  upon  Bilhops.”  «  The  defign  of 
thefe  v  i lions,  you  fay,  was  for  the  molt  part 
either  to  difclofe  the  future  hiltory,  or  to 
guide  the  prefent  adminiftration  of  the 
church.  1  ou  fpeak  of  the  expullion  of 
demons  as  an  ordinary  triumph  of  religion, 
ufually  performed  in  a  public  manner  ;  and 
when  the  patient  was  relieved  by  the  Ikill  or 
the  power  of  the  exorcill,  the  vanquilhed.  de¬ 
mon  was  heard  to  confefs,  that  he  was  one 
of  the  fabled  gods  of  antiquity,  who  had  im- 
pioufly  ufurped  the  adoration  of  mankind 
and  you  reprefent  even  the  miracle  of  the 
refurre&ion  of  the  dead,  as  frequently  per¬ 
formed  on  necelfary  occafions. — Call  your 
eye,  Sir,  upon  the  church  of  Rome,  and  alk 
yourfelf  (I  put  the  queltion  to  your  heart, 
and  beg  you  will  confult  that  for  an  anfwer ; 
alk  yourfelf)  whether  her  abfurd  pretenlions 
to  that  very  kind  of  miraculous  powers,  you 
have  here  difplayed  as  operating  to  the  in- 
creafe  of  Chriftianity,  have  not  converted  half 
her  numbers  to  Proteftanifin,  and  the  other 
half  to  infidelity  ?  Neither  the  fword  of  the 
civil  magiftrate,  .nor  the  polTeffion  of  the  keys 
of  heaven;  r.or  the  terrors  of  her  fpiritual 

thunder, 
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thunder,  have  been  able  to  keep  within  her 
pale,  even  thofe  who  have  been  bred  up  in 
her  faith  ;  how  then  fhould  you  think,  that 
the  very  caufe,  which  hath  almoft  extinguifh- 
cd  Chriftianity  amongft  Chriftians,  fliould  have 
eftabliftied  it  amongft  Pagans  ?  I  beg  I  may 
not  be  mifunderftood  ;  I  do  not  take  upon 
me  to  fay,  that  all  the  mi  facies  recorded  in 
the  hiftory  of  the  primitive  church  after  the 
apoftolical  age,  were  forgeries ;  it  is  foreign 
to  the  prefent  purpofe  to  deliver  any  Opinion 
upon  that  fubjeft  ;  but  I  do  beg  leave  to  in¬ 
fill  upon  this,  that  fuch  of  them  as  were  for¬ 
geries,  muft  in  that  learned  age,  by  their 
eafy  deteftion,  have  rather  impeded,  than  ac¬ 
celerated  the  progrefs  of  Chrifiianity  :  And 
it  appears  very  probable  to  me,  that  nothing 
but  tbe  recent  prevailing  evidence,  of  real,  un- 
queftioned,  apoftolical  miracles,  could  have  fe- 
cured  the  infant  church  from  being  deftroy- 
ed  by  thofe,  which  were  falfely  afcribed  to 
it. 

It  is  not  every  man,  who  can  nicely  fe- 
parate  the  corruptions  of  religion  from  reli¬ 
gion  itfelf ;  nor  juftly  apportion  the  degrees 
of  credit  due  to  the  diverfities  of  evidence  ; 

and 
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and  thofe,  who  have  ability  for  the  talk,  ard 
tifually  ready  enough  to  emancipate  them- 
felves'  from  '  gofpel  reftraints  (which  thwart 

the  propensities  of  fenfe,  check  the  ebulli- 

.  .  -  -  '  -  '  .  *  > 

tions  of  paffion,  and  combat  the  prejudices 
of  the  world  at  every  turn)  by  blending  its 
native  fxmplicity  with  the  fupcrltitions  which 
have  been  4  derived  from  it*  hlo  argument 
fo  well  fuited  to  the  indolence  or  the  im¬ 
morality  of  mankind,  as  that  prielts  of  all 
ages  and  religions  are  the  fame;  we  fee  the 
pretenfions  of  the  Romilh  prielthood  to  mi¬ 
raculous  powers,  and  we  know  them  to  be 
falfe  ;  we  are  confcious,  that  they  at  lealt 
mult  facrifice  their  integrity  to  their  intereft, 
or  their  ambition  ;  and  being  perfuaded, 
that  there  is  a  great  fameiiefs  in  the  paffipns 
of  mankind,  and  in  their  incentives  to  ac^ 
tion ;  and  knowing  that  the  hiltory  of  pall 
ages  is  abundantly  Itored  with  fimilar  claims 
to  fupernatural  authority,  we  traverfe  back 
in  imagination  the  molt  diftant  regions  of 
antiquity ;  and  finding  from  a  fuperficial  view 
nothing  to  difcriminate  one  fet  of  men  or 
period  of  time  from  another  ;  we  haltily  con¬ 
clude,  that  all  revealed  rel  igion  is  a  cheat,  and  that 

the 
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the  miracles  attributed  to  the  Apoftles  them- 
felves,  are  fUpported  by  no  better  teltimo- 
ny,  nor  more  worthy  our  attention,  than  the 
prodigies  of  Pagan  ftory,  or  the  lying  won¬ 
ders  of  Papal  artifice.  I  have  no  intention 
in  this  place,  to  enlarge  upon  the  many  cir- 
cumftances,  by  which  a  candid  enquirer  after 
truth  might  be  enabled  to  diftinguifh  a  point¬ 
ed  difference  between  the  miracles  of  Chrift 
and  his  Apoftles,  and  the  tricks  of  ancient  or 
modern  fuperftition.  One  obfervation  I  would 
juft  fuggeft  to  you  upon  the  fubjefd  ;  the 
miracles  recorded  in  the  old  and  new  Tefta- 
ment,  are  fo  intimately  united  with  the  narra¬ 
tion  of  common  events,  and  the  ordinary 
tranfaftioris  of  life,  that  you  cannot,  as  in  pro¬ 
fane  hiftor|”,  feparate  the  one  from  the  other.™ 
My  meaning  will  .  be  illuftrated  by  an  in- 
fiance ;  Tacitus  and  Suetonius  have  handed 
down  to  us  an  account  of  many  great  aftions 
performed  by  Vefpafian;  amongft  the  reft, 
they  inform  us  of  his  having  wrought  fome 
miracles,  of  his  having  cured  a  lame  man, 
and  reftored  fight  to  one  that  was  blind.^— 
But  what  they  tell  of  thefe  miracles,  is  fo 
unconneQed  with  every  thing  that  goes  be¬ 
fore  and  after;  that  you  may  reje£t  the  rela¬ 
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tion  of  tnem  without  injuring,  in  any  degree, 
the  confiftency  of  the  narration  of  the  other 
circumftances  of  his  life  :  On  the  other  hand, 
if  you  rejeft  the  relation  of  the  miracles  faid 
to  Have  been  performed  by  Jefus  Chrift,  you 
iriuft  neceffarily  rejed  the  account  of  his  whole 
life,  and  of  feveral  tranfaGlions,  concerning 
which  we  have  the  undoubted  teftimony  of 
other  writers  befides  the  Evangelifts.  But 
if  this  argument  ihould  not  ftrike.  you,  per¬ 
haps  the  following  obfervation  may  tend  to 
remove  a  little  of  the  prejudice,  ufually  con¬ 
ceived  againft  gofpel  miracles,  by  men  of 
lively  imaginations,  from  the  grofs  forgeries 

attributed  to  the  fi rft  ages  of  the  church. 

«  •  > 

The  phenomena  of  phyfics  are  fometimes 
happily  illuflrated  by  an  hypothefis  )  and  the 
moft  recondite  truths  of  mathematical  Science 
not  unfrequently  inveftigated,  from  an  abfurd 
pofition  what  if  we  fliould  try  the  fame  me¬ 
thod  of  arguing  in  the  cafe  before  us.  Let 
us  fuppofe  then,  that  a  new  revelation  was  to 
be  promulged  to  mankind,  and  that  twelve 
unlearned  and  unfriended  men,  inhabitants  of 
any  country  moft  odious  and  defpicable  in 
the  eyes  of  Europe,  fliould  by  the  power  of 

.  G  od 
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God  be  endowed  with  the  faculty  of  fpeak- 
ing  languages  they  had  never  learned,  and 
performing  works  furpaffing  all  human  abi¬ 
lity  ;  and  that  being  ftrongly  imprefled  with 
a  particular  truth,  which  they  were  commil- 
fioned  to  promulgate,  they  fhould  travel  not  only 
through  the  barbarous  regions  of  Africa,  but 
through  all  the  learned  and  polilhed  ftates  of 
Europe ;  preaching  every  where  with  unre- 
mitted  fedulity  a  new  religion,  working  ftu- 
pendous  miracles  in  *atteftation  of  their  mif- 

t  ' 

fion,  and  communicating  to  their  firft  converts 
(as  a  feal  of  their  converfion)  a  variety  of 
fpiritual  gifts  ;  does  it  appear  probable  to 
you,  that  after  the  death  of  thefe  men,  and 
probably  after  the  deaths  of  moft  of  their 
immediate  fucceffors,  who  had  been  zealouf- 

•  •  4 

ly  attached  to  the  faith  they  had  feen  fo  mi- 
taculoufly  confirmed,  that  none  would  ever 
attempt  to  impofe  upon  the  credulous  or  the 
ignorant,  by  a  fictitious  claim  to  fupernatu- 
ral  powers  ?  would  none  of  them  afpire  to  the 
gift  of  tongues  ?  would  none  of  them  miftake 
phrenzy  for  illumination,  and  the  delufions  of 
a  heated  brain  for  the  impulfes  of  thefpirit? 
would  none  undertake  to  cure  iiiveterate  dif- 
orders,  to  expel  demons,  or  to  raife  the 

E  .  dead  ? 
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dead  ?  As  far  as  I  can  apprehend,  we  ought* 
from  iuch  a  pofition,  to  deduce,  by  every 
rule  of  probable  reafoning,  the  precife  con- 
clufion  which  was  in  fact  verified  in  the  cafe 
of  the  Apoftles  ;  every  fpecies  of  miracles, 
which  heaven  had  enabled  the  firft  preachers 
to  perform',  would  be  counterfeited,  either 
from  mifguided  zeal*  of  inte  refled  cunning 

o 

either  through1  the  imbecility  or  the  iniquity 
of  mankind  ;  and'  we  might  juft  as  reafon- 
ably  conclude,  that  there  never  was  any  pi¬ 
ety,  charity  or  chaftity  in  the  world,  from 
feeing  fuch  plenty  of  pretenders  to  thefe  vir¬ 
tues,  as  that  there  never  were  any  real  miracles 
performed,  from  confidering  the  great  ftore 
of  thofe  which  have  been  forged.1 

But,  I  know  not  how  if  has  happened, 
there  are  many  in  the  prefent  age  (I  am  far 
from  including  you,  Sir,  in  the  number)  whofe 
prejudices  againft  all  miraculous  event's  have 
arifen  to  that  height,  that  it  appears  to  them 
utterly  impoftible  for  any  human  teftimony, 
however  great,  to  eftablifh  their  credibility. 
I  beg  pardon  for  ftiling  their  reafoning,  pre¬ 
judice  ;  I  have  no  defign  to  give  offence  by 
that  word  ;  they  may,  with  equal  right,  throw 

tire 
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the  fame  imputation  upon  mine ;  and  I  think 
it  juft  as  illiberal  in  divines,  to  attribute 
the  fcepticifm  of  every  Deift  to  wilful  infi¬ 
delity,  as  it  is  in  the  Deifts,  to  refer  the 
faith  of  every  Divine  to  profeffional  bias. 
I  have  not  had  fo  little  intercourfe  with  man¬ 
kind,  nor  fh unned  fo  much  the  delightful  free¬ 
dom  of  focial  converfe,  as  to  be  ignorant, 
tnat  there  are  many  men  of  upright  morals 
and  good  underftandings,  to  whom,  as  you 
exprels  it,  u  a  latent  and  even  involuntary 
fcepticifm  adheres  and  who  would  be  glad 
to  be  perfuaded  to  be  Chriftians  :  And  how 
fevere  foever  fotrte  men  may  be  in  their  judg¬ 
ments  concerning  one  another  ;  yet  we  Chrif¬ 
tians  at  leaft,  hope,  and  believe,  that  the 
great  Judge  of  all  will  make  allowance  for 
64  our  habits  of  ftudy  and  reflection,’*  for 
various  circumftances,  the  efficacy  of  which, 
in  giving  a  particular  bent  to  the  underftand¬ 
ings  of  men,  we  can  neither  comprehend  nor 
eftimate.  For  the  fake  of  fuch  men,  if  fuch 
fhould  ever  be  induced  to  throw  an  hour 
away  in  the  perufal  of  thefe  letters,  fuffer 
me  to  ftep  for  a  moment  out  of  my  way, 

E  2  whilft 
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whilft  I  hazard  an  obfervation  or  two  upon 
the  fubjecL 

Kkowledge  is  rightly  divided  by  Mr, 
Locke  into  intuitive,  fenfitive,  and  demonftra- 
tive  ;  it  is  clear,  that  a  part  miracle  can  nei¬ 
ther  be  the  objeQ;  of  fenfe,  nor  of  intuition, 
nor  eonfequently  of  demonftration  we  can¬ 
not  then,  philofophically  fpeaking,  be  faid  to 
know,  that  a  miracle  has  ever  been  perform¬ 
ed.  But  in  all  the  great  concerns  of  life, 
we  are  influenced  by  probability,  rather  than 
knowledge  :  And  of  probability,  the  fame 
great  author  eftablifhes  two  foundations;  a 
conformity  to  our  own  experience,  and  the 
teftimony  of  others.  Now  it  is  contended, 
that  by  the  oppofition  of  thefe  two  princi¬ 
ples,  probability  is  deftroyed ;  or,  in  other 
terms,  that  human  teftimony  can  never  influ¬ 
ence  the  mind  to  affent  to  a  propofition  re¬ 
pugnant  to  uniform  experience. — Whofe  ex¬ 
perience  do  you  mean  ?  you  will  not  fay 
your  own  ;  for  the  experience  of  an  indivi¬ 
dual  reaches  but  a  little  way ;  and  no  doubt 
you  daily  affent  to  a  thoufand  truths  in  po¬ 
litics,  in  phyfics,  and  in  the  bufinefs  of  com¬ 
mon 
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iaon  life,  which  you  have  never  feen  veri¬ 
fied  by  experience.— You  will  not  produce 
the  experience  of  your  friends ;  for  that  can 
extend  itfelf  but  a  little  way  beyond  your 
own. — But  by  uniform  experience,  I  con¬ 
ceive,  you  are  defirous  of  underftanding  the 
experience  of  all  ages  and  nations  fince  the 
foundation  of  the  world.  I  anfwer,  firfl ;  how 
is  it,  that  you  become  acquainted  with  the 
experience  of  all  ages  and  nations?  You  will 
reply,  from  hiftory. — Be  it  fo  Perufe  then^ 
by  far  the  moft  ancient  records  of  antiqui¬ 
ty  ;  and  if  you  find  no  mention  of  miracles 
in  them,  I  give  up  the  point.  Yes  ; — but  eve¬ 
ry  thing  related'  therein  refpeffing  miracles, 
is  to  be  reckoned  fabulous.- — Why  ? — Becaufe 
miracles  contradift  the  experience  of  all  ages 

*  •  V 

and  nations.  Do  you  not  perceive,  Sir,  that 
you  beg  the  very  queftion  in  debate  ?  for 
we  affirm,  that  the  great  and  learned  nation 
of  Egypt,  that  the  Heathen  inhabiting  the 
land  of  Canaan,  that  the  numerous  people 
of  the  J  ews,  and  the  nations,  which,  for  ages, 
furrounded  them,  have  all  had  great  expe¬ 
rience  of  miracles.  You  cannot  otherways  ob- 

c-  E  3  viate 


54  W  A  T  S  Q  N’s  APOLOG  Y 

viate  this  conclufion,  than  by  queftioning  the 
authenticity  of  that  book,  concerning  which, 
Newton,  when  he  was  writing  his  Commen¬ 
tary  on  Daniel,  expreifed  himfelf  to  the  per- 
fon  *,  from  whom  I  had  the  anecdote,  and 

which  deferves  not  to  be  loft-  «  I  find 

*  » 

more  fure  marks  of  authenticity  in  the  Bibles 
than  in  any  profane  hiftory  whatfoever.” 

However,  I  mean  not  to  prefs  you  with 
the  argument  ad  verecundiam  ;  it  is  nee  die  fs 
to  folicit  your  modefty,  when  it  may  be  pof« 
fible,  perhaps,  to  make  an  impreflion  upon 
your  judgment :  f  anfwer,  therefore,  in  the 
fecond  place,  that  the  admiftion  of  the  prin¬ 
ciple,  by  which  you  rejeft  miracles,  will  lead 

.  '  •  ’  ■»  •  7 

us  into  abfurdity.  The  laws  of  gravitation, 

'  •  :  4  •  -  .  i  * 

are  the  moft  obvious  of  all  the  laws  of  na~ 

•’  '*  -  •  .  * 

ture  ;  every  perfon  in  every  part  of  the  globe, 
mu  ft  of  neceffity  have  had  experience  of 
them  :  There  was  a  time,  when  no  one  was 

a  ;  ’  ' 

acquainted  with  the  laws  of  magnetifm  ;  thefe 
fufpend  in  many  inftances  the  laws  of  gravi¬ 
ty  ;  nor  can  I  fee,  upon  the  principle  in  quef- 
tion,  how  the  reft  of  mankind  could  have 
credited  the  Teftimony  of  their  firft  difeo- 

If  ; 

verer; 

*  Dr,  Smith,  late  M after  of  Trinity  College, 
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vcrcr ;  and  yet  to  have  rejetted  it,  would 
have  been  to  rejett  the  truth.  But  that  a 
piece  of  iron  fhould  afcend  gradually  from 
the  earth,  and  fly  at  laft  with  an  increafing 
rapidity  through  the  air  ;  and  attaching  itfeif  ta 
another  piece  of  iron,  or  to  a  particular  fpecies 
of  iron  ore,  fhould  remain  fufpended  in  oppofi- 
tion  to  the  attion  of  its  gravity,  is  confonant  to 
the  laws  of  nature. — I  grant  it ;  but  there  was  a 
pme  when  it  was  contrary,  I  lay  pot  to  the  laws 
of  nature,  but  to  the  uniform  experience  of 
all  preceding  ages  and  countries  ;  and  at 
that  particular  point  of  time,  the  teftimony 
of  an  individual,  qr  of  a  dozen  individuals, 
who  fhould  have  reported  themfelves  eye  wit- 
nefles  of  fuch  a  fad,  ought,  according  to  your 
argumentation,  to  have  been  received  as  fa- 
bulous.  And  what  are  thofe  laws  of  nature, 
which,  you  think,  can  never  be  fufpended  ? 
are  they  not  different  to  different  men,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  diverfities  of  their  compre- 

* 

henfion  and  knowledge  ?  and  if  any  one  of 
them  (that,  for  inftance,  which  rules  the  ope¬ 
rations  of  magnetifm  or  elettricity)  fhould 
have  been  known  to  you  or  to  me  alone, 
whilft  all  the  reft  of  the  world  were  unac- 

Ir,  4  quainter! 
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quainted  with  it ;  the  effefts  of  it  would 
have  been  new,  and  unheard  of  in  the  annals, 
and  contrary  to  the  experience  of  mankind  j 
and  therefore  ought  not,  in  your  opinion,  to 
have  been  believed.  Nor  do  I  underftand, 
what  difference,  as  to  credibility,  there 
could  be,  between  the  effects  of  fuch  an  un-> 
known  law  of  nature,  and  a  miracle  ;  for  it 
is  a  matter  of  no  moment,  in  that  view,  whe-» 
ther  the  fufpenfion  of  the  known  laws  of  na-. 
ture  be  effefled  j  that  is,  whether  a  miracle 
be  performed,  by  the  mediation  of  other 
laws  that  are  unknown,  or  by  the  miniltry  of 
a  perfon  divinely  commiffioned;  lince  it  is 
impoffible  for  us  to  be  certain,  that  it  is  con- 
tradiftory  to  the  conllitution  of  the  univerfe, 
that  the  laws  of  nature,  which  appear  to  us 
general,  fhould  not  be  fufpended,  and  their  ac-. 
tion  overruled  by  others,  fljll  more  general, 
though  lefs  known ;  that  is,  that  miracles 
fhould  not  be  performed  before  fuch  a  Being 
as  Man,  at  thofe  times,  in  thofe  in  places, 
and  underthofe  circumftances,  whichGod,  in  his 

\miverfal  providence^  had  preordained, 

•  “  ■  ) 
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S  X  Rj 

I  READILY  acknowledge  the 
Utility  of  your  fourth  caufe,  u  the  virtues  of 
the  firft  Chriftians,”  as  greatly  conducing  to  the 
fpreading  their  religion  ;  but  then  you  feem  to 
quite  mar  the  compliment  you  pay  them,  by 
reprefenting  their  virtues,  as  proceeding  either 
from  their  repentance  for  having  been  the  molt 
abandoned  finners,  or  from  the  laudable  defire 
of  fupporting  the  reputation  of  the  fociety,  in 
which  they  were  engaged. 

That  repentance  is  the  firfl  ftep  to  virtue,  is 
true  enough  ;  but  I  fee  no  reafon  for  fuppofing, 
according  to  the  calumnies  of  Celfus  and  Juli¬ 
an,  “  that  the  Chriftians  allured  into  their  party, 
men,  who  wafhed  away  in  the  waters  of  bap- 
tifm  the  guilty  for  which  the  temples  of  the  gods 

refufed 
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refufed  to  grant  them  any  expiation.”  The 
Apodles,  Sir,  did  not,  like  Romulus,  open  an 
afylum  for  debtors,  thieves,  and  murderers  ; 
for  they  had  not  the  fame  fturdy  means  of  fe- 
curing  their  adherents  from  the  grafp  of  civil 
power  ;  they  did  not  perfuade  them  to  abandon 
the  temples  of  the  gods,  becaufe  they  could 
there  obtain  no  expiation  for  .their  guilt  ;  but 
becaufe  every  degree  of  guilt  was  expiated  in 
them  with  too  great  facility  ;  and  every  vice 
pradifed,  not  only  without  remorfe  of  private 
conference,  but  with  the  powerful  land  ion  of 
public  approbation. 

“  After  the  example,  you  fay,  of  their 
Divine  MaPter,  the  miflionaries  of  the  gofpel 
add  relied  them  (elves  to  men,  and  efpecially  to 
women,  opprelfed  by  the  confcioufnefs,  and 
very  often  by  the  effects  of  their  vices.”— 
This,  vSir,  I  really  think  is  not  a  fair  reprefenta- 
tion  of  the  matter  ;  it  may  catch  the  applaufe 
of  the  unlearned,  embolden  many  aftripling  to 
call  off  fo  rever  the  fweet  blufh  of  modefiv* 

J  J 

confirm  many  a  diffolute  veteran  in  the  praQice 
of  his  impure  habits,  and  fuggeft  great  occafion 
of  merriment  and  wanton  mockery  to  the  fla¬ 
gitious  of  every  denomination  and  every  age  ; 

but 
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but  ft  ill  it  will  want  that  foundation  of  truth, 
which  alone  can  recommend  it  to  the  ferious 
and  judicious.  The  Apcftles,  Sir,  were  not 
like  the  Italian  Fratricelli  of  the  thirteenth,  nor 
the  French  Turlupins  of  the  fourteenth  century  5 
in  all  the  dirt  that  has  been  raked  up  againft 
Chriftianity,  eyen  by  the  woift  of  its  enemies, 
not  a  fpeck  of  that  kind  have  they  been  able  tq 
fix,  either  upon  the  Apoftles,  or  their  Divine 
Mafter.  The  gofpel  of  Jefus  Chrift,  Sir.  was  not 
preached  in  (ingle  houfes,  or  ohfeure  villages, 
not  in  fubterraneous  caves  and  mpure  brothels, 
not  in  lazars  and  in  prifons  ;  but  in  the  fyna- 
gogues  and  in  the  temples,  in  the  ftreets  and  in 
the  market-places  of  the  great  capitals  of  the 
Roman  provinces  ;  in  Jerufalem,  in  Corinth, 
and  in  Antioch,  in  Athens,  in  Ephefus,  and  in 
Rome.  Nor  do  I  any  where  find,  that  its  mif- 
fionarics  were  ordered  particularly  to  addrefs 
tliemfelvcs  to  the  (hamelefs  women  you  men¬ 
tion  ;  I  do  indeed  find  the  direft  contrary  ;  for 
they  were  ordered  to  turn  atvay  from,  to  have  j 
no  fellow  (hip  or  intercourfe  witlvfuch,  as  were 
wont  to  creep,  into  hoiijes^  and  lead  captive  Jilly 
women  laden  with  fins,  led  away  with  divers  lujls . 
And  what  if  a  few  women,  who  had  either 

been 
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been  feduced  by  their  paffions,  or  had  fallen 
v i£lims  to  the  licentious  manners  of  their  age* 
fhould  be  found  amongft  thofe,  who  were  moft 
ready  to  receive  a  religion,  that  forbad  all  im¬ 
purity  ?  I  do  not  apprehend,  that  this  circum- 
fiance  ought  to  bring  an  infinuation  of  diferedit 
either  upon  the  fex,  or  upon  thofe  who  wrought 
their  reformation. 

That  the  majority  of  the  firft  converts  to 
Chriftianity,  were  of  an  inferior  condition  in 
life,  may  readily  be  allowed;  and  you  yourfelf 
have  in  another  place  given  a  good  reafon  for 
it  ;  thofe  who  are  diftinguifhed  by  riches,  ho¬ 
nours,  or  knowledge,  being  fo  very  inconfidera- 
ble  in  number,  when  compared  with  the  bulk 
of  mankind  :  But  though  not  many  mighty,  not 
many  noble,  were  called  ;  yetfome  mighty,  and 
fome  noble,  fome  of  as  great  reputation  as,  any 
of  the  age  in  which  they  lived,  were  attached 
to  the  Chriftian  faith.  Short  indeed  are  the  ac¬ 
counts,  which  have  been  tranfmitted  to  us,  of 

» 

the  firft  propagating  of  Chriftianity ;  yet  even  in 
thefe,  we  meet  with  the  names  of  many,  who 
would  have  done  credit  to  any  caufe.  I  will 
not  pretend  to  enumerate  them  all  ,*  a  few  of 
them  will  be  fufficient  to  make  you  recolleQ, 

that 
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that  there  were,  at  leaft, Tome  converts  to Omf- 
tianity,  both  from  among  the  Jews  and  the  Gen¬ 
tiles,  whole  lives  were  not  fiained  with  inexpi¬ 
able  crimes.  Amongft  thefe,  we  reckon  Nicq- 
demus,  a  ruler  of  the  Jews  ;  Jofeph  of  Arima- 

*  t  • 

thea,  a  man  of  fortune  and  a  counfellor  ;  a  no¬ 
bleman  and  a  centurion  of  Capernaum;  Jairus, 
CrifpUs,  Softhenes,  rulers  of  fynagogucs  ;  Apol- 
los,  an  eloquent  and  learned  man ;  Zenas,  a  Jew- 
i'(h  lawyer,  the  treafiirer  of  Candace,  queen  of 
^Ethiopia;  Cornelius,  a  centurion  of  the  Italian 
band ;  Dionyfius,  a  member  of  the  Areopagus  at 
Athens,  and  Sergius  Paulus,  a  man  of  proc-on- 
fular  or  praetorian  authority,  of  whom  it  may  be 
remarked,  that  iFire  refigiied  his  high  and  lucra¬ 
tive  office  in  confequence  of  his  turning  Chrif- 
tian,  it  is  a  flrong  preemption  in  its  favour; 
if  he  retained  it,  we  may  conclude,  that  the 
profeffion  of  Chriftianity  was  not  fo  utterly  in¬ 
compatible  with  the  difeharge  of  the  offices  of 
civil  life,  as  you  fometimes  reprefent  it.  This 
catalogue  of  men  of  rank,  fortune  and  know- 
ledge,  who  embraced  Chriftianity,  might,  wa& 
it  neceffary,  be  much  enlarged  ;  and  probably 
another  conversation  with  St.  Paul  would  have 
enabled  us  to  grace  it  with  the  names  of  Fef- 

tm7 
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tus,  and  king  Agrippa  himfelf ;  not  that  the! 
writers  of  the  Books  of  the  New  Teitament 
feem  to  have  been  at  all  folicitous,  in  mention¬ 
ing  the  great  or  the  learned,  who  were  convert¬ 
ed  to  the  faith  ;  hau  that  been  part  ot  their  de- 
fign,  they  would,  in  the  true  fiile  of  iinpoftors, 
have  kept  out  of  fight  the  publicans  and  finners, 
the  tanners  and  the  tent-makers  with  whom  they 
eonverfed  and  dwelt  ;  and  introduced  to  our 

notice  none  but  thofe,  who  had  been  brought  up 

*  '  *  *  * 

zuith  Herod;  or  tue  chitj  ruen  of  AJicl — -whom  they 
had  the  honour  to  number  amongft  their 
friends. 

That  the  primitive  Chriftians  took  great 
care  to  have  an  unfullied  reputation,  by  abftain- 

'\'T  i  ,  ^ 

ing  from  the  commiffion  of  whatever  might 

.•  ,  *  * 

tend  to  pollute  it,  is  eafily  admitted  ;  but  we  do 

'  -  .  * 

not  fo  eafily  grant,  that  this  care  is  a  44  acir- 

-  J  -• 

cumftance,  which  ufually  attends  fmall  affenW 
blies  of  men,  when  they  feparate  themfelves  from 
the  body  of  a  nation,  or  the  religion  to  which 
they  belong.”  It  did  not  attend  the  Nicolaitanes, 
the  Simonians,  the  Menandrians,  and  the  Cai  - 
pocratians,  in  the  firft  ages  of  the  church,  of 
which  you  are  fpeaking  ;  and  it  cannot  be  un¬ 
known  to  you,  Sir,  that  the  fcandalous  vices  of 

thefe 
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taefc  very  early  Sectaries, brought  a  general  and 
undiltinguifhed  cenfure  upon  the  Chriftian 
frame ;  and  fo  far  from  promoting  the  increafe 
of  the  church,  excited  in  the  minds  of  the  Pa- 
gans  an  abhorrence  of  whatever  refpeded  it;  it 
cannot  be  unknown  to  you,  Sir,  that  feveral  Sec¬ 
taries  both  at  home  and  abroad  might  be  men- 

r  '  •  • 

tioned,  who  have  departed  from  the  religion  to 
which  they  belonged  ;  and  which,  unhappily  for 
themfel  ves  and  the  community,  have  taken  as 
little  care  to  preferve  their  reputation  unfpot- 
ted,  as  thofe  of  the  firft  and  fecond  centuries. 

If  then  the  firft  Chriftians  did  take  the  care  you  ♦ 

j 

X.  i  ^  *  .  ' 

mention  ('and  I  am  wholly  of  your  opinion  in 
that  point)  their  folicitude  might  as  candidly, 
perhaps,  and  as  reafonably  be  derived  from  n 
fenfe  of  their  duty,  and  an  hone  ft  endeavour  to 
d . fcharge  it,  as  from  the  mere  defire  of  increal- 

f 

mg  the  honour  of  their  confraternity  by  the  il- 
luftrious  integrity  of  its  members. 

^  ou  aic  eloquent  in  defenbing  the  auftere 
morality  of  the  primitive  Chriftians,  as  adverfe 
to  the  propensities  of  fenfe,  and  abhorrent  from 
all  the  innocent  pleafures  and  amufements  ot 
life;  and  you  enlarge,  with  a  Hu  died  minute- 
neC,  upon  their  cenfures  of  luxury,  and  their 

fentiments 


fentiments  concerning  marriage  and  chaftity;— 
but  in  this  circumftantial  enumeration  of  their 
errors  or  their  faults  (which  I  am  under  no 
neceflity  of  denying  or  excufing)  yoU  feem  td 
forget  the  very  purpofe,  for  which  you  profefs 
to  have  introduced  the  mention  of  them  ;  for 
the  picture  you  have  drawn  is  fo  hideous,  and 
the  colouring  fo  diftnal,  that  inftead  of  alluring 
to  a  clofer  infpeftion,  it  muft  have  made  every 
man  of  pleafure  or  of  fenfe  turn  from  it  with 
horror  or  difguft  ;  and  fo  far  from  contribute 
ing  to  the  rapid  growth  of  Chriftianity  by  the 
aufterity  of  their  manners,  it  muft  be  a  wonder 
to  any  one,  how  the  firft  Chriftians  ever  made  a 
fingle  convert. — It  was  firft  objefted  by  Celfus, 
that  Chriftianity  was  a  mean  religion,  inculcat¬ 
ing  fuch  a  pufillanimity  and  patience  under  af¬ 
fronts,  fuch  a  Contempt  of  riches  and  worldly 
honours,  as  muft  weaken  the  nerves  of  civil 
government,  and  expofe  a  fociety  of  Chriftians 
to  the  prey  of  the  firft  invaders.  This  objec¬ 
tion  has  been  repeated  by  Bayle  ;  and  though 
fully  anfwered  by  Bernard  and  others,  it  is  ft  ill 
the  favourite  theme  of  every  Efprit  fort  of  our 
own  age  :  Even  you,  Sir,  think  the  averfton  of 
Chriftians  to  the  bufinefs  of  war  and  govern- 

merit. 
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ment,  u  a  criminal  difregard  to  the  public 
welfare.”  To  all  that  has  been  faid  upon  this 
fubjeCt,  it  may  with  juftice,  I  think,  be  anfwer- 
cd,  that  Chriftianity  troubles  not  itfelf  with  or¬ 
dering  the  conftitutions  of  civil  focieties  ;  but 
levels  the  weight  of  all  its  influence  at  the 
hearts  of  the  individuals  which  compofe  them  y 
and,  asOrigen  faid  to  Celfus,  was  every  indivi¬ 
dual  in  every  nation  a  gofpel  Chriftian,  there 
would  be  neither  internal  injuftice,  nor  exter¬ 
nal  war ;  there  would  be  none  of  thofe  paf- 
flons,  which  imbitter  the  intercourfes  of  civil 
life,  and  defolate  the  globe.  What  reproach 
then  can  it  be  to  a  religion,  that  it  inculcates 
doCtrines,  which,  if  Univerfally  praCtifed,  would 
introduce  univerfal  tranquility  and  the  molt 
exalted  happinefs  amongft  mankind  ? 

It  mull  proceed  from  a  total  mifappreheri- 
fion  of  the  defign  of  the  Chriftian  difpenfation, 
or  from  a  very  ignorant  interpretation  of  the 
particular  injunctions,  forbidding  us  to  make 
riches  or  honours  a  primary  purfuit,  or  the 
prompt  gratification  of  revenge  a  firft  principle 
of  aCtion,  to  infer, — that  an  individual  Chrif¬ 
tian  is  obliged  by  his  religion  to  offer  his  throat 
to  an  affafiin,  and  his  property  to  the  firft  plun- 

F  derer ; 
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derer  ;  or  that  a  fociety  of  Chriftians  may  not 
repel,  in  the  heft  manner  they  are  able,  the  un- 
j.uft  affaults  of  hoftile  invafton. 

I  know  of  no  precepts' in  the  gofpel,  which 
debar  a  man  from  the  poffeffion  of  domeftic 
comforts,  or  deaden  the  a&ivity  of  his  private 
friendfhips,  or  prohibit  the  exertion  of  his  ut- 
moft  ability  in  the  fervice  of  the  public  ;  the 
—niji  quietim  nihil  beatum — is  no  part  of  the 
Chriftian’s  Creed  ;  his  virtue,  is  an  aflive  vir¬ 
tue  ;  and  we  juftly  refer  to  the  fchool  of  Epicu¬ 
rus,  the  doftrines  concerning  abftinence  front 
marriage,  from  the  cultivation  of  friendfhips 
from  the  management  of  public  affairs,  as  fuit- 
ed  to  that  felfifh  indolence,  which  was  the  fa- 
.  vourite  tenet  of  his  philofophy. 

I  am,  &e. 


LETTER 


LETTER  FIFTH, 


HE  union  and  the  difci- 


pline  of  the  Chriftian  church/’  or,  as  you  are 
pleafed  to  flile  it,  of  the  Chriffian  republic,  is 


the  laft  of  the  five  fecondary  caufes,  to  which 
you  have  referred  the  rapid  and  extenfive  fpread 
of  Chrifiianity.  It  mull  be  acknowledged  that 
union  eflentially  contributes  to  the  ftrength  of 


every  affociatiori,  civil,  military,  and  religious  j 
but  unfortunately  for  your  argument,  and  much 
to  the  reproach  of  Chriftians,  nothing  has  beer\ 
more  wanting  amongft  them,from  the  apofiolic 
age  to  our  own,  than  union.  I  am  of  Paul ,  and 
1  of  Apollosy  and  I  of  Cephas  and  I  of  Chrijl , 
are  expreflions  of  difunion,  which  we  meet  with 
in  the  earlieft  period  of  church  hiftory  ;  and 
we  cannot  look  into  the  writings  of  any,  either 

F  %  '  friend 
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friend  oi  foe  to  drill!  minty,  but  we  find  tbef 
cue  of  them  lamenting,  and  the  other  exulting 
in  an  immenfe  catalogue  of  feclafies;  and  both 
of  them  thereby  furnifhing  us  with  great  reafon 
to  believe,  that  the  divifions  with  refpeft  to~ 
doftrine,  worfhip,  and  difcipline,  which  have 
ever  fub  lifted-  in  the  church,  mnft  have  greatly 
tended  to  hurt  the  credit  of  Chriftianity,  and  to 
alienate  the  minds  of  the  Gentiles  from  the  re¬ 
ception  of  fitch  a  various  and  difeordant  faith. 

I  readily  grant,  that  there  w as  a  certain 
community  of  do&rine,  an  intercourfe  of  hof~ 
pitality,  and  a  confederacy  of  difcipline,  eftab- 
lifhed  amongft  the  individuals  of  every  churchy 
fo  that  none  could  be  admitted  into  any  affembly 
qf  Chriftians,  without  undergoing  a  previous 
examination  into  his  manner  of  life*  (which 
fhews,  by  the  bye,  that  every  reprobate  could 
not,  as  the  fit  feized  him,  or  his  intereft  induced 
him,  become  a  Chriftian)  and-  without  proteft- 
ing  in  the  mo  ft  folemn  manner,  that  he  would 
neither  be  guilty  of  murder,  nor  adultery,  nor 
theft,  nor  perfidy  ;  and  it  may  be  granted  alfo, 

that 


*  Nonnulli  prmpofiti  funt,  qui  in  vitamet  mores  corum, 
qui  admittuntur,  inquirant,  ut  non  conceffa  facientes  can¬ 
didates  religionis  arceant  a  fuis  conventibus.  Orig,  Coiv 
Cfoi.  Lib*  su 
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that  thofe  who  broke  this  corapaft,  were  ejcQcd 
by  common  confent  from  the  confraternity  into 
which  they  had  been  admitted  ;  it  may  be  fur¬ 
ther  granted,  that  this  confederacy  extended  it- 
felf  to  independent  churches  ;  and  that  thofe 
who  had,  for  their  immoralities,  been  excluded 
from  Chriftian  community  in  any  one  church, 
were  rarely,  if  ever,  admitted  to  it  by  another ; 
juft  as  a  member,  who  has  been  expelled  any 
one  College  in  an  Univerfity,  is  generally 
thought  unworthy  of  being  admitted  by  any 
other  :  But  it  is  not  admitted,  that  this  feverity 
and  this  union  of  difcipline  could  ever  have  in¬ 
duced  the  Pagans  to  forfake  the  gods  of  their 
country,  and  to  expofe  themfelves  to  the  con¬ 
temptuous  hatred  of  their  neighbours,  and  to 
all  the  feverities  of  perfecution  exercifed,  with 
unrelenting  barbarity,  againft  the  Chriftians, 
The  account  you  give  of  the  origin  and  pro^- 
grefs  of  the  epifcopal  jurifdi£tion,  of  the  pre¬ 
eminence  of  the  metropolitan  churches,  and  of  the 
ambition  of  the  Roman  Pontiff,  I  believe  to  be  in 
general  accurate  and  true ;  and  I  am  not  in  the  leaft 
furprized  at  the  bitternefs,  which  now  and  then 
efcapes  you  in  treating  this  fubjeft;  for,  to  fee 
the  moft  benign  religion  that  imagination  can 

F  3  form, 


form,  becoming  an  inftrument  of  oppreffion ; 
*  *  '  . i?  i  c  one  adminiftering  to  the 

pride,  the  avarice,  and  the  ambition  of  thofe, 
who  wifh  to  be  confidered  as  its  guardians,  and 
who  avowed  themfelyes  its  profeffors,  would 
extort  a  cenfure  from  men  more  attached  proba¬ 
bly  to  church  authority  than  yourfelf:  Not  that  I 
think  it  either  aveiy  candid  oravery  ufefu.l  un~ 
deitaking,  to  be  folelyand  lnduftrioufly  engaged 
in  portraying  the  characters  of  the  profeffors  of 
Chi  lftiamty  in  the  word  colours ;  it  is  not  candid, 
becaufe  “  the  great  law  of  impartiality,  which 
obliges  an  hillorian  to  reveal  the  imperfehtions  o.f 
the  uninfpired  teachers  and  believers  of  the  gof- 
pel,”  obliges  him  alfo  not  to  conceal,  or  to  pars 
over  with  niggard  and  reluClant  mention,  the  illus¬ 
trious  virtues  of  thofe,  who  gave  up  fortune 
and  fame,  all  their  comforts,  and  all  their  hopes 
in  this  life,  nay,  life  itfelf,  rather  than  violate, 
any  one  of  the  precepts  of  that  gofpel,  which, 
from  the  teflimony  of  infpired  teachers,  they 
conceived  they  had  good  reafon  to  believe  ;  it 
is  not  ufeful,  becaufe  li  to  a  carelefs  obferver, 
(that  is,  to  the  generality  of  mankind)  “  their 
faults  may  feem  to  call  a  fhade  on  the  faitl<, 
which  they  profeffed  and  may  really  infect 
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j$ ie  minds  of  the  young  and  unlearned  efpecially^ 
with  prejudices  again!!  a  religion,  upon  their 
rational  reception  or  reje&ion  of  which,  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  utmoft  importance  may  (believe  me, 
Sir,  it  may,  for  aught  you  or  any  perfon  elfe  can 
prove  to  the  contrary)  entirely  depend.  It  is 
an  eafy  matter  to  amufe  ourfelves  and  others 
with  the  immoralities  of  priefts,  and  the  ambi¬ 
tion  of  prelates,  with  the  abfurd  virulence  of 
fynods  and  councils,  with  the  ridiculous  doc¬ 
trines,  which  v  ill  on  ary  enthu  halts  or  in  te  relied 

churchmen  have  fanCtified  with  the  name  of 

*  *  # 

Chriftian  ;  butadifplay  of  ingenuity  or  erudi¬ 
tion  upon  fuch  fubjeCis  ismuch  mifplaced ;  lince 
xtexcites  almolt  in  every  perfon,  an  unavoidable 
fufpicion  of  the  purity  of  the  fource  itfelf,from 
which  fuch  polluted  llreams  have  been  derived. 
Do  not  millake  my  meaning  ;  I  am  far  from 
wilhing,  that  the  clergy  fhould  be  looked  up  to 
with  a  blind  reverence,  or  their  imperfections 
fcreened  by  the  fanCtity  of  their  function,  from 
the  animadverfion  of  the  world  :  Quite  the  con¬ 
trary  ;  their  conduCt,  I  am  of  opinion,  ought 
to  be  more  nicely  fcrutinized,  and  their  devia¬ 
tion  from  the  reCtitude  of  the  gofpel  more  fe- 
vercly  cenfured,  than  that  of  other  men  ;  but 

F  4  great 
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great  care  ffiould  be  taken  not  to  reprefent  their 
vices,  or  their  indifcretions,  as  originating  in  the 
principles  of  their  religion.  Do  not  miftake 
lne  ;  I  am  not  here  begging  quarter  for  ChriL 
tiamty  ;  or  contending,  that  even  the  principles 
oi  our  religion  flaoulcl  be  received  with  implicit 
faith;  or  that  every  objeftion  to  Chriftianity 
^ould  be  ftified,  by  a  reprefentation  of  the  mif- 
chief  it  might  do,  if  publicly  promulged  ;  on 
the  contrary,  we  invite,  nay,  we  challenge  you 
to  a  direft  and  liberal  attack  ;  though  oblique 
glances,  and  difingenuous  infinuations,  we  are 
willing  to  avoid  ;  well  knowing,  that  the  cha- 
i  after  of  our  religion,  like  that  of  an  honeft  man, 
is  defended  with  greater  difficulty  againft  the  fug- 
geftions  of  ridicule,  and  the  fecret  malignity  of 
pietended  friends,  than  againft  pofitive  accufa- 
lions,  and  the  avowed  malice  of  open  enemies. 

In  your  account  of  the  primitive  church, 
you  fet  forth,  that  66  the  want  of  difeipline  and 
human  learning,  was  fupplied  by  the  occaftonai 
affiftance  of  the  prophets  ;  who  were  called  to 
that  funftion,  without  diftinftion  of  age,  of  fex, 
or  of  natural  abilities  - 9 That  the  gift  of  pro¬ 
phecy  was  one  of  the  fpiritual  gifts,  by  which 
fome  of  the  firft  Chriftians  were  enabled  to  co¬ 
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operate  with  the  Apofiles,  in  the  general  defign 
pf  preaching  the  Gofpel ;  and  that  this  gift,  01 
rather,  as  Mr.  Locke  thinks,  the  gift  ol  tongues, 
(t>y  the  oftentation  of  whiph>  many  of  them  were 
prompted  to  fpeak  in  their  affemblies  at  the 
fame  time)  was  the  occafion  of  fome  difoidcr 
in  the  church  of  Corinth,  which  required  the 
interpofition  of  the  Apoflle  to  compofe,  is  con- 
feffed  on  all  hands.  But  if  you  mean,  that  the 
prophets  were  ever  theiole  paffors  of  the  faith¬ 
ful  ;  or  that  no  provifion  was  made  by  the 
Apoftles  for  the  good  government  and  edifica¬ 
tion  of  the  church,  except  what  might  be  acci¬ 
dentally  derived  from  the  ocpafional  affiftance 
of  the  prophets,  you  are  much  mistaken  ;  and 
have  undoubtedly  forgot,  what  is  faid  of  Paul 
a.nd  Barnabas  having  ordained  elders  in  Lyflra, 
Iconium,  and  Antioch,-  and  of  Paul’s  commit-, 
fion  to  Titus,  whom  he  had  left  in  Crete,  to  oiw 
dain  elders  in  every  city  ;  and  of  his  infi; ruc¬ 
tions  both  to  him  and  Timothy,  concerning 
the  qualifications  of  thofe,  whom  they  were  to 
appoint  bifhops  :  One  of  which  was,  that  a 
bifhop  fhould  be  able,  by  found  doftrine.  to 
exhort  and  to  convince  the  gain-fayer  ;  nor  is, 
it  faid,  that  this  found  doQrinc  was  to  be  com¬ 
municated 
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I) iu is i c Hied  to  the  bifltop  by  prophecy,  or  that  alt 
perfons,  without  diftinQion,  might  be  called  to 
that  office  ;  but  a  bilhop  was  to  be  able  to  teach , 
not  what  he  had  learned  by  prophecy,  but  what 
Paul  had  publicly  preached  .  the  things  that  thou 
hajl  heard  of  me  among  many  witnejfes ,  the  fame 
commit  thou  to  faithful  men,  who  fh all  be  able  to 
teach  ether  s  alfo.  And  in  every  place  almoft, 
where  prophets  are  mentioned,  they  are  joined 
with  Apoftles  and  teachers,  and  other  minifters 
or  the  gofpel  ;  fo  that  there  is  no  reafon  for 
your  reprefenting  them  as  a  dillinfit  order  of 
men,  who  were  by  their  occafional  affiftance  to 

♦ 

fupply  the  want  of  difeipline  and  human  learn¬ 
ing  in  the  church.  It  would  be  taking  too  large 
a  field,  to  enquire  whether  the  prophets,  you 
fpeak  of,  were  endowed  with  ordinary  or  ex¬ 
traordinary  gifts  ;  whether  they  always  fpoke 
by  the  immediate  impulfe  of  the  Spirit,  or  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  analogy  of  faith  ;  whether  their 
gift  confided  in  the  foretelling  of  future  events, 
or  in  the  interpreting  of  feripture,  to  the  edifi¬ 
cation  and  exhortation  and  comfort  of  the 
church,  or  in  both  :  I  will  content  myfclf  with 
obferving,  that  he  will  judge  very  improperly 
concerning  the  prophets  of  the  apoftolie  church, 

who 
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who  takes  his  idea  of  their  office  or  importance 
from  your  defcription  of  them. 

In  fpeaking  of  the  community  of  goods, 
which,  you  fay,  was  adopted  for  a  fhort  time 
in  the  primitive  church,  you  hold  as  inconclu- 
flve  the  arguments  of  Mofheim  ;  who  has  en~ 
deavqured  to  prove,  that  it  was  a  community 
quite  different  from  that  recommended  by  Py¬ 
thagoras  or  Plato  ;  confiding  principally  in  a 
common  ufe,  derived  from  an  unbounded  liber¬ 
ality,  which  induced  the  opulent  to  fhare  their 
riches  with  their  indigent  brethren  ;  there  have 
been  others,  as  well  as  Mofheim,  who  have  en¬ 
tertained  this  opinion  ;  and  it  is  not  quite  fo 
indefenfible,  as  you  reprefent.it  ;  but  whether 
it  oe  reafonable  or  abfurd,  need  not  now  be 
examined  :  It  is  far  more  necelfary  to  take  no¬ 
tice  of  an  expreffion  which  you  have  ufed, 
and  which  may  be  apt  to  mi  (lead  unwary  readers 
into  a  very  injurious  fufpicion,  concerning  the 
integrity  of  the  Apofiles.  In  procefs  of  time 
you  obferve,  u  the  converts,  who  embraced 
the  new  religion,  were  permitted  to  retain  the 
poffeffion  of  their  patrimony. This  expref- 
^ion, pa  united  to  retain ,  in  ordinary  acceptation, 
implies  an  antecedent  obligation  to  part  with  : 

Now, 
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Now,  Sir,  I  have  not  the  ffiadow  of  a  doubt  in 
affirming,  that  we  have  no  account  in  fcripture 
of  any  fuch  obligation  being  impofed  upon  the 
converts  to  Chriftianity,  either  by  Chrift  him- 
'e!f,  or  by  his  Apoftles,  or  by  any  other  au? 
thoiity.  •  Nay,  in  the  very  place  where  this 
community  of  goods  is  treated  of,  there  is  an 
exp  refs  proof  (I  know  not  how  your  impartial¬ 
ity  has  happened  to  overlook  it)  to  the  contra¬ 
ry.  W  hen  Peter  was  about  to  inflict  an  exem¬ 
plary  punjffiment  upon  Ananias  (not  for  keep¬ 
ing  back  a  part  °f  the  price,  as  fome  men  are 
fond  of  reprefenting  it,  but)  for  his  lying  and 
hypocriiy,  in  offering  a  part  of  the  price  of  his 
land,  as  the  whole  of  it  j  lie  faid  to  him,  whiljl 
it  remained  (unfold)  was  it  not  thine  own  ?  and 
after  it  urns  fold,  was  it  not  m  thine  own  power  ? 
From  this  account  it  is  evident,  that  Ananias 
was  under  no  obligation  to  part  with  his  patri¬ 
mony  ;  and  after  he  had  parted  with  it,  the  price 
was  in  his  own  power  ;  the  Apoftle  would  have 
permitted  him  to  retain  the  whole  of  it,  if  he  had 
thought  fit  ;  though  he  would  not  permit  his 
prevarication  to  go  unpunifhed. 

^  ou  have  remarked,  that  “  the  feafls  of  love, 
the  agapas,  as  they  were  called,  conflituted  a 

very 
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very  pleafing  and  effential  part  of  public  wor- 
(hip.’’— Left  any  one  fhould  from  hence  be  led 
tp  fufpeft,  that  thele  feafts  of  love,  this  pleafing. 
part  of  the  public  worfhip  of  the  primitive 
church,  refembled  the  unhallowed  meetings  of 
fome  impure  feflaries  of  our  own  times, 
I  will  take  the  liberty  to  add  to  your  ac¬ 
count,  a  ftiort  explication  of  the  nature  of  thefe 
agapse.  Tertullian,  in  the  39th  chapter  of  his 
Apology,  has  done  it  to  my  hands.  The  nature 
6f  our  fupper,  fays  he,  is  indicated  by  its  name  ; 
it  is  called  by  a  word,  which,  in  the  Greek  lan¬ 
guage,  fignifies  love.  We  are  not  anxious 
about  the  expence  of  the  entertainment  ;  fince 
we  look  upon  that  as  gain,  which  is  expended 
with  a  pious  purpofc,  in  the  relief  and  refrefh- 
mentof  all  our  indigent.— The  occafion  of  our 
entertainment  being  fo  honourable,  you  may 
judg£  of  the  manner  of  its  being  conducted  ;  it 
Confifts  in  the  difeharge  of  religious  duties;  it 
admits  nothing  vile,  nothing  immodeff.  Before 
we  fit  down,  prayer  is  made  to  God.  The  hun¬ 
gry  eat  as  much  as  they  defire,  and  every  one 
drinks  as  much  as  can  be  ufeful  to  fober  men. 
We  fo  feaft,  as  men,  who  have  their  minds  im- 
preffed  with  the  idea  of  {pending  the  night  in 

the 
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the  worfhip  of  God  ;  we  fo  converfe,  as  roenj 
who  are  confcioiis  that  the  Lord  heareth  them,” 
&c.  Perhaps  you  may  objeEl  to  this  teftimo- 
ny,  in  favour  of  the  innocence  of  Chriftian 
meetings,  asdiable  to  partiality,  becaufe  it  is 
the  teftirnony  of  a  Chriftian  ;  and  yoii  may,  per¬ 
haps,  be  able  to  pick  out  from  tlie  v/ritings  of 
this  Chriftian,  fomething  that  looks  like  a  con¬ 
tradiction  of  this  account :  However,  I  will  reft 
the  matter  upon  this  teftirnony  for  the  prelent  ; 
forbearing  to  quote  any  other  Chriftian  writer 
upon  the  fubjeft,  as  I  fhall,  in  a  ftiture  letter, 
produce  you  a  teftirnony  fuperiof  to  every  ob¬ 
jection.  You  fpeak  too  of  the  agapse,  as  an  ef- 
fential  part  of  the  public  worfhip  ;  this  is  not 
according  to  your  ufual  accuracy  ;  for,  had 
they  been  effential,  the  edi£t  of  an  heathen  ma- 
giftrate  would  not  have  been  able  to  put  a  ftop 
to  them  ;  yet  Pliny,  in  his  letter  to  Trajan,  ex- 
prefsly  fays,  that  the  Chriftians  left  them  off, 
upon  his  publifhing  an  edift  prohibiting  affem- 
blies  ;  and  we  know,  that  in  the  council  of  Car¬ 
thage,  in  the  fourth  century}  on  account  of  the 
abufes  which  attended  them,  they  began  to  be 
interdifted,  and  ceafed  almoft  univerfally  in  the 
fifth. 

I  HAVE 


I  have  but  two  obfervations  to  make  upori* 

\ 

what  you  have  advanced,  concerning  the  feve- 
rity  of  ecclefiadical  penance  ;  the  fird  is,  that 
even  you  yourfelf  do  not  deduce  its  inditutiorr 
from  the  fcripture  ;  but  from  the  powers  which 
every  voluntary  fociety  has  over  its  own  mem¬ 
bers  ;  and  therefore,  however  extravagant,  or 
however  abfurd  ;  however  oppofite  to  the  attri¬ 
butes  of  a  commife rating  God,  or  the  feelings 
of  a  fallible  man,  it  may  be  thought  ;•  or  upon 
whatever  trivial  occafion,  fuch  as  that  you  men¬ 
tion,  of  calumniating  a  Billiop,  a  Prefbyter,  or 

»  -  ,  t  « 

even  a  Deacon,  it  may  have  been  inflifted; 
Chrift  and  his  Apoftles  are  not  anfwerable  for  it. 

The  other  is,  that  it  was,  of  all  poffible  expedi-' 

•  T  . 

ents,  the  lead  fitted  to  aecomplifh  the  end  for 
which  you  think  it  was  introduced;,  the  propa¬ 
gation  of  Chridianity.  The  fight  of  a  peni- 

*  "  f  j 

tent  humbled  by  a  public  confeffion,  emaci¬ 
ated  by  fading,  clothed  in  fa ck cloth,  prof- 
t:rated  at  the  door  of  the  affembly,  and  implo¬ 
ring  for  years  together  the  pardon  of  his  offen¬ 
ces,  and  a  readmiffion  into  the  bofom  of  the 
church,  was  a  much  more  likely  means  of  deter¬ 
ring  the  Pagans  from  Chridian  community,  than 
the  pious  liberality  you  mention,  was  of  allu- 
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ring  them  into  it.  This  pious  liberality,  Sir; 
would  exhauff  even  yoUr  elegant  powers  of  de- 
fcription,  before  you  could  exhibit  it  in  the  ami¬ 
able  manner  it  deferves  ;  it  is  derived  from 
the  new  commandment  of  loving  one  another  ;  and 
it.  has  ever  been  the  diflinguifhing  charafteriftic 
of  Chriitians,  as  oppofed  to  every  other  deno¬ 
mination  of  men,  Jews,  Mahometans,  or  Pagans. 
In  the  times  of  the  Apoftles,  and  in  the  fi  HI  ages  of 
the  church,  it  fhewed  itfelf  in  voluntary  contri¬ 
butions  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  and  the  perfe- 
cuted,  the  infirm  and  the  unfortunate';  as  foon 
as  the  church  was  permitted  to  have  permanent 
poffeffions  in  land,  and  acquired  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  civil  power,  it  exerted  itfelf  in  the 
ereQion  of  hofpitals  of  every  kind  ;  inftitulions 
thefe,  of  charity  and  humanity,  which  were  for¬ 
gotten  in  the  laws  of  Solon  and  Lycurgus  ;  and 
for  even  one  example  of  which,  you  will,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  in  vain  explore  the  boafted  annals  of 
•  *  - 

Pagan  Rome.  Indeed,  Sir,  you  will  think  too 
injurroufiy  of  this  liberality,  if  you  look  upon 
its  origin  as  fuperftitious  ;  or  upon  its  applica¬ 
tion  as  an  artifice  of  the  priefthood,  to  feduce 
the  indigent  into  the  bofom  of  the  church  ;  it 
was  the  pure  and  uncorrupted  fruit  of  genuine 
Chriftianitv.  You 
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You  are  much  Jut  prized^  and  not  a  little 
concerned ,  that  Tacitus,  and  the  younger  Pli¬ 
ny,  have  fpoken  fo  flightly  of  the  Chriftian 
fyftem  ;  and  that  Seneca,  and  the  elder  Pliny, 
have  not  vouchfafed  to  mention  it  at  all. — 
This  difficulty  feems  to  have  (truck  others  as 
well  as  yourfelf;  and  I  might  refer  you  to 
the  conclufion  of  the  fecond  volume  of  Dr. 
Lardner’s  Colleftion  of  ancient  Jewifli  and 
Heathen  Teftimonies  to  the  Truth  of  the  Chrif¬ 
tian  Religion,  for  full  fatisfa&ion  in  this 
point  ;  but  perhaps  an  obfervation  or  two 
may  be  fufficient  to  diminifh  your  furprize. 

O  bscure  fe.&aries,  of  upright  morals,  when 
they  feparate  themfelves  from  the  religion  of 
their  country,  do  not  fpeedily  acquire  the 
attention  of  men  of  letters.  The  hiftorians 
are  apprehenfive  of  depreciating  the  dignity 
of  their  learned  labour,  and  contaminating 
their  fplendid  narration  of  illuftrious  events, 
by  mixing  with  it  a  difgufting  detail  of  re¬ 
ligious  combinations  ;  and  the  philofophers 
are  ufually  too  deeply  engaged  in  abftraft 
fcience,  or  in  exploring  the  .  infinite  intrica¬ 
cy  of  natural  appearances,  to  bufy  themfelves 
with  what  they,  perhaps  huffily,  efieem  popu~ 
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lar  fuperftitions.  Hiftorians  and  philofophetey 
Ol  no  mean  reputation,  might  be  mention— 
cd,  I  believe,  who  were  the  contemporaries 
of  Luther  and  the  firft  reformers  ;  and  who 
nave  pafled  over^  in  negligent  or  contemptu¬ 
ous  file  nee,  their  daring*  and  unpopular  at¬ 
tempts  to  (hake  the  {lability  of  St.  Peter V 
Chair.  Oppofition  to  the  religion  of  a  peo« 
pie  mull  become  general,  before  it  can  de- 
ferve  the  notice  of  the  civil  magi  ft  rate  ;  and 
^ill  it  does  that,  it  will  mo  lily  be  thought  be-' 
low  the  animadverfion  of  diftinguifhed  Writers. 
Phis  remtirk-  is  peculiarly  applicable  to  the 
cafe  in  point.  The  firft  Chriftians,  as  Chrift\ 
had  foretold,  were  hated  of  dll  mtn  for  his 
name's  fake:  It  was  the’  name  itfelf,  not  any 
vicetf  adhering  to  the  name,  which  Pliny  pu~ 
n  i  flied ;  and  they  were  every  where  held  in 
exceeding  contempt,  till  their  numbers  ex¬ 
cited  the  app  rehen  ft  on  of  the  ruling  pow¬ 
ers.  The  philofophers  confidered  them  as  en- 
thufi  aft's,  and  negleCled  them  ;  the  priefts  op- 
pofed  them  as  innovators,  and  calumniated 
them;  the  great  overlooked  them,  the  learned  de- 
fpi fed  them,  and  the  curious  alone,  who  examined 
fnto  the  foundation  of  their  faith;  believed  them. 

But 
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'But  the  negligence  of  fome  half  dozen  of  writers, 
(mod  of  them  however  bear  incidental  teftimony 
to  the  truth  of  feveral  fafts  refpefting  Chris¬ 
tianity)  in  not  relating  circumftantially  the, 
origin,  the  progrefs,  and  the  pretenfions  of  a 
new  fe£l,  is  a  very  infufficient  reafon  for 
quefttoning  either  the  evidence  of  the  prin¬ 
ciples  upon  which  it  was  built,  or  the  fuper- 
natural  power  by  which  it  Was  fupported. 

The  Roman  hiftorians,  moreover,  were 
not  only  culpably  incurious  concerning  the 
Chriftians ;  but  unpardonably  ignorant  of  what 
concerned  either  them,  or  the  Jews  :  I  fay,  un¬ 
pardonably  ignorant,  becaufe  the  means  of  in- 
formation  were  within  their  reach  ;  the  writings 
of  Mofes  were  every  where  to  be  had  in 
Greek  ;  and  the  works  of  Jofephu-s-  were  pub  - 
li filed 9  before  Tacitus  wrote  hishiftory;  and 
yet  even  Tacitus  has  fallen  into  great  abfur- 
dity,  and  felf-Contradi&ion,  in  his  account  of 
the  Jews;  and  though  Tertullian’s  zeal  car¬ 
ried  him  much  too  far,  when  he  called  him 
Mend&ciorum  loquacijfnnus ,  yet  one  cannot  help 
regretting  the  little  pains  he  took  to  acquire 
proper  information  upon  that  fubjeft/  He 
derives  the  name  of  the  Tews  bv  a  forced 

&  st  interpolation 


interpolation  from  Mount  Ida,  in  Crete  * 
and  he  reprefents  them  as  abhorring  all  kinds 
of  images  in  public  worfhip,  and  yet  accufes 
them  of  having  placed  the  image  of  an  afs 
in  the  holy  of  holjes  ;  and  prefently  after  he 
tells  tfs,  that  Pompey,  when  he  prophaned  the 
temple,  found  the  fan  flu  ary  entirely  empty. 
Similar  inaccuracies  might  be  noticed  in  Plu¬ 
tarch  and  other  writers,  who  have  fpoken  of 
the  Jews  ;  and  you  yourfelf  have  referred  to 
an  obfcure  paffage  in  Suetonius,  as  offering  a 
proof  how  ftrahgely  the  Jews  and  Chriftians 

of  Rome  were  confounded  with  each  other. 
Why  then  fhould  we  think  if  remarkable, 
that  a  few  celebrated  writers,  who  looked  up¬ 
on  the  Chrfftians  as  an  obfeure  fe£t  of  the 
Jews,  and  upon  the  Jews  als‘  a  barbarous 
and  dctefted  people,  whofe  hiftory  was  not 
worth  the  perufal ;  and  who  were  moreover 
engaged  in  the  relation  of  the  great  events,  which 
either  occafioned  or  accompanied  the  ruin  of 
their'eternal  empire;  why  fhould  we  be  furprizedy 
that  men  occupied  in  Rich  interefling  fub- 

jefts, 

*  Inclytum  in  Creta  Idam  montem,  accolas  Idaeosauc- 
to  in  barbarum  cognamento  Judseos  vocitari.  Tac.  Hift* 
L,  5,  Tub.  Init. 
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jecls,  and  influenced  by  fuch  inveterate  pre¬ 
judices,  fhould  have  left  us  but  fliort  and 
imperfe£t  defcriptions  of  the  Chriflian  fyftem  ? 

u  But  how  fhall  we  .excufe,  you  fay,  the 
Xu  pine  inattention  of  J.he  Pagan  an/d  philofo- 
phic  world,  to  thofe  evidences,  which  were 
prefented  by  £h,e  hand  of  Omnipotence,  not  to 
their  reafon,  bpt  to  their  fenfcs  u  The 
laws  of  nature  were  perpetually  fufpended 
for  the  benefit  of  the  church:  But  the  fages 
pf  Greece  and  Rome  turned  afide  from  the 
awful  fpe&acle.” — To  their  fliame  be  it  fpoken, 
that  they  did  fo — and  purfuing  the  ordinary 
occupations  of  life  and  ftudy,  appeared  uncon¬ 
scious  of  any  alterations  in  the  moral  or  phy- 
heal  government  qf  the  world.” — To  this 
objeftion,  I  anfwer,  in  the  firft  place,  that 
■we  have  no  reafon  to  believp,  tjiat  miracles 
were  performed,  as  often  as  philofophers  deign,- 
cd  to  give  their  attention  to  them  ;  or  that,  at 
the  period  of  time  you  allude  to,  the  laws 
of  nature  were  perpetually  fufpemled,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  church.  It  may  be,  that  not 
one  of  the  few  heathen  writers,  whofe  books 
have  efcaped  the  ravages  of  time,  was  ever 
prefent,  when  a  miracle  was  wrought ;  but 

will  it  follow,  becaufc  Plinv.  or  Plutarch, 

**  ■ 
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or  Galen,  or  Seneca,  or  Suetonius,  or  Tad-, 
tus,  had  never  feen  a  miracle,  that  no  miracles 
were  ever  performed?  They  indeed  were  learn¬ 
ed  and  obfervant  men  and  it  may  be  a 

matter  of  furprize  to  us,  that  miracles  fo  ce- 

1  *  '4 

lebrated,  as  the  friends  of  Chriftianity  fup- 
pofe  the  Chriftian  ones  to  have  been,  fhould 
never  have  bet  a  mentioned  by  them,  though 
t!u  v  had  not  feen  then}  •,  and  had  an  Adrian 

.  t  J  -  '  .  I 

or  a  Vefpafian  been  the  authors  of  but  a  thou- 
fandth  part  of  the  miracles  you  have  af- 
cribcd  to  the  primitive  church,  more  than 


one  probably  of  thefe  very  hiftorians,  philq- 
fophers  as  they  were,  would  have  adorned  his 

*  V,  *  # 

hi  dory  with  a  narration  of  them  :  For  though 
they  turned  afide  from  the  awful  fpeclacle  of 
the  miracles  of  a  poor  defpifed  Apoftle— yet 
they  beheld  with  exulting  complacency,  and 


have  related  with  unfufpecling  credulity,  the 
oftentatious  tricks  of  a  Roman  Emperor.  It 


Was  not  for  want  of  faith  in  miraculous  events, 
that  thefe  fages  negle&ed  the  Chriftiaft  mi¬ 


racles,  but  for  want  of  candour,  and  impar¬ 
tial  examination. 


I  AtpswER,  in  the  fpcond  place,  that  in  the 
Acts  of ,  the  Apoftles,  we  have  an  account 

of 
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.©f  a  great  niultitude  of  Pagans  of  every  con¬ 
dition  of  life,  who  were  fo  far  from  being 
inattentive  to  the  evidences,  which  were  pre- 

4  *  , 

fented  by  the  hand  of  Omnipotence  to  their 
fenfes,  that  they  contemplated  them  with  le- 
verence  and  wonder }  and  forfaking  the  reli¬ 
gion  of  their  anceftors^  and  all  thp  flattering 
hopes  of  worldly  profit,  reputation,  and  tran¬ 
quility,  adhered  with  aftonjfliing  refolution  to 
the  profeffion  of  Chriftianity.  From  the  con- 
plufion  of  the  A£ts,  till  the  jtime  in  which 
fomc  of  the  fages  you  mention  flourifhed,  is 
a  very  obfcure  part  of  church  hiftory  ;  yet 
we  are  certain,  that  many  of  the  Pagan,  and. 

A  * 

we  have  fome  reafon  to  believe,  that  not  a  few 
of  the  philofophic  world,  during  that  period, 
did  not  turn  afide  from  the  awful  fpeftacle  of  mi¬ 
racles,  but  faw  and  believed  ;  and  that  a  few 
others  fliould  be  found,  who  probably  had  never 
feen,and  therefore  would  not  believe,  is  furely 
no  very  extraordinary  circuinftance.  Why 
fhould  we  rfot  anfwer  to  objeftions,  fucli  as 
thefe,  with  the  boldnefs  of  St.  Jerome  ;  and  bid 
Celfus,  and  Porphyry,  and  Julian,  and  their 
followers,  learn  the  illuhrious  characters  of  the 
men,  who  founded,  built  up,  and  adprned  the 
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Chriflian  church  ?  *  Why  fhould  we  not  tell 
them,  with  Arnobius,  of  the  orators,  the  grarp- 
marians,  the  rhetoricians,  the  lawyers,  the  phy- 
ficians,  the  philofpphers,  «  who  appeared  con- 
fcious  of  the  alterations  in  the  moral  and  phyfi, 
cal  government  of  the  world and  from  that 
confcioufnefs,  forfook  the  ordinary  occupa¬ 
tions  oi  life  and  ltudy,  and  attached  themfelves 
to  the  Chriflian  difcipfine  P  t" 

I  answer,  in  the  laft  place,  that  the  miracles 
of  Chriftians  were  falfely  attributed  to  magic; 
and  rveie  for  that  reafon  thought  unworthy  the 
notice  of  the  writers  you  have  referred 
to.  Suetonius,  in  his  life  of  Nero,  calls  the 
Chiiflians  men  of  a  new  and  rpagic^il  fuperfti- 
tion  :  +  I  am  fenfible,  that  you  lau.gh  at  thofe 
“  fagacious  commentators,”  who  tranflate  the 
original  word  by  magical ;  and  adopting  the 
idea  of  Moffieim,  you  think  it  ought  to  be  ren- 

dered 

s 

*  Dlfcant  Celfus,  Porphyrius,  Julianus,  rabidi  adverfus 
Chriflum  canes,  difcant  eorum  fe&atGrcs,  qui  putant  Eccle- 
fiam  nullos  Philofophos  et  eloquentes^nullos  habuiffe  Doc- 
toies  ;  quanti  et  quales  viri  earn  fundaverint,  extruxerint 
brnaverintque  ;  et  definant  lidem  noftram  rufticse  tantum 
fimplicitatis  arguere,  fuaiiique  potius  imperitiam  a^nofcant. 
Jero.  Proe.  Lib.  de  Illnf.  Eccl.  Scrip. 

+  Arnob.  Con.  Gen.  L.  xi. 

,  t  Germs  bominum,  fuperftijionis  novas  et  i maljic Suet, 
in  Nero.  c.  16, 


& 
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jiered  mifchievous  or  pernicious  :  Unqueflion- 
ably  it  frequently  has  that  meaning  ;  with  due 
Reference,  however,  to  Molheim  and  yourfelf, 
I  cannot  help  being  of  opinio, n,  that  in  this  place, 
as  deferiptive  of  the  Chrillian  religion,  it  is 
y:ghtly  tranflated  magical.  The  Theodocian 
Code  mult  be  my  excufe,  for  diffenting  from 
fuch  refpeHable  authority  ;  and  in  it,  I  conjec¬ 
ture,  you  will  find  good  reafon  for  being  of  my 
ppinion.*  Nor  ough|  any  friend  to  Chriltian- 
ity  to  be  altonifhed  pr  alarmed  at  Suetonius 
applying  the  word  magical  to  the  Chrillian  re¬ 
ligion  ;  for  the  miracles  wrought  by  Chrill  and 
his  Apoltles,  principally  confillcd  in  alleviating 
the  dilireffes,  by  curing  the  obltinate  difpafes  of 
human  kind  ;  and  the  ppoper  meaning  of  magic, 
as  undqrllood  by  the  ancients,  is  a  higher  and 
more  holy  branch  of  the  art  of  healing,  t 
rhe  elder  Pliny,  loft  his  life  in  an  eruption  of 

Vefuvius, 


_  Chaldai  a®  'tylagv,  et  caateri  quos  vulgus  maleficos  oh 

facinorum  magmtudipem  appcllat. - Si  quis  magus  vcl 

magicis  contaminibus  adfuetus,  qui  makficus  vulgi  confuetu- 
Uine  nuncupatur.  ix  Cod.  Theodo.  Tit.  xviT 

nr;tnnmn>%  of  thf  °r;g'n  of  magic,  fays,  Natam 

pnmum  e  medic ma  nemo  dubitat,  ac  fpecie  falutari  irrep- 

tilie  velut  alhoremj antliorem que  medicinam. — He  afterwards 

ays,  tna  it  was  mixed  with  mathematical  arts  :  and  thus 

magia .and  mathematia  are  joined  by  Pliny,  as  maleici  and 

f.iagui  are  m  the  theodocian  Code.  Plin,  Mat.  Hilt.  Lib.  30, 


/ 
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Vefuvius,  about  forty-feven  years  after  the 
death  of  Chrilt  ;  fome  fifteen  years  before  the 
death  of  Pliny,  the  Chriftians  were  perfecuted 
at  Rome  for  a  crime,  of  which  every  perfon 
knew  them  innocent;  hut  from  the  defcription 
■which  Tacitus  gives,  of  the  low  eftimation  they 
were  held  in  at  that  t imp  '  fo r  which,  howTever, 
he  affigns  no  caufe  ;  and  therefore  we  may 
reafonably  conjeQure  it  was  the  fame,  for  which 
the  Jews  were  every  where  become  fo  odious, 
an  oppofition  to  polytheifm)  and  of  the  extreme 
fuffe rings  they  underwent,  we  cannot  be  much 
furprized,  that  their  name  is  not  to  be  found  in 
the  works  of  Pliny,  or  of  Seneca;  the  feed  itfelf 
muft,  by  Nero’s  perfecution,  have  been  alrnoft 
deftroyed  in  Rome  ;  and  it  would  have  been 
tmcourtly,  not  to  fay  unfafe,  to  have  noticed  an 
order  of  men5  whofe  innocence  an  Emperor  had 
determined  to  traduce,  in  order  to  divert  the 
dangerous,  but  deferyed  ftream  of  popular  ceil- 
(lire  from  himfclf.  Notwithftanding  this,  there 
is  a  palTage  in  the  Natural  Hiftory  of  Pliny, 
tvhich,  how  much  foever  it  may  have  been  over- 
looked,  contains,  I  think,  a  very  ftrong  allufion 
to  the  Chriftians  ;  and  clearly  intimates,  he  had 
heard  of  their  miracles,  in  (peaking  concern- 

-  ing 
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jpg  the  orig’n  of  magic,  he  fays,— there  is  alfo 
another  fattion  of  magic,  derived  from  the 
Jews,  Mofes,  and  Lotopea,  and  fubfifting  at 
prefcnt.*b~~The  word  faction,  does  not  ill  de¬ 
note  the  opinion  the  Romans  entertained  of 
the  religious  affociations  of  the  Chriftians  ;t 
and  a  magical  faction  implies  their  pretenfions, 
at  leaf!,  to  the  miraculous  gifts  of  healing ; 
and  its  defeending  from  Mofas,  is  according 
to  the  cuftom  of  the  Romans,  by  which  they 
Confounded  the  Chriftians  with  the  Jews; 
and  its  being  then  fubfifting,  feems  tew  have 
a  ftrong  reference  to  the  rumours  Pliny  had 
negligently  heard  reported  of  the  Chriftians. 

Submitting  each  of  thefe  anfwers  to  your 
cool  and  candid  confideration ;  I  proceed  to 
take  notice  of  another  difficulty  in  your  fif¬ 
teenth  chapter,  which  feme  have  thought  one 
of  the  rnoft  important  in  your  whole  book- — 
ftie  filence  of  profane  hiftori^ns,  concerning 

the 

*  Eft  et  alia  magices  JaFHo ,  a  Mofe  etiamnum  et  Lo- 
iopea  judasis  pendens.  Plin.  Nat.  Hift.  Lib.  30,  c.  2. 
Eciit.  II a rau.  Dr.  Lardner  and  others  have  made  flight 
mention  of  this  pafTage,  probably  from  their  reading  in 
bad  editions  j-amne  for  etiamnuvi ,  a  Mofc  et  Jamne  et 
Jotape  Judahs  pendens. 

*  .+  Tertullian  reckons  the  fe£  of  the  Chriftians,  inter  Hr 

tixvs  faffunes.  Ap.  c.  38, 


Of2 


W  A  T  S  O  N’s  APOLOGY 

the  preternatural  darknefs  at  the  prucifixion 
of  Chrift. — You  know,  Sir,  that  feveral  learn¬ 
ed  men  are  of  opinion,  that  profane  hiftory  is 
not  filent  upon  this  fubjeft ;  I  will,  however, 
pin  their  authority  for  the  prefent  quite  out  of 
the  queftion.  I  will  neither  trouble  you  with 
the  teftimony  of  PhJegon,  nor  with  the  appeal 
of  Tertuilian  to  the  public  regifters  of  the 
Romans;  but  meeting  you  upon  your  own 
ground,  and  granting  you  every  thing  you 
defne,  I  will  endeavour,  from  a  fair  and  can¬ 
did  examination  of  the  hiftory  of  this  event, 
to  fuggeft  a  doubt,  at  leaft,  to  your  mind, 
whether  this  wa.s  44  the  greateft  phenomenon, 
to  which  the  mortal  eye  has  been  witnefs,  fince 


the  creation  of  the  globe.” 

This  darknefs  is  mentioned  by  three  of  the 
four  Evangelifts;  St.  Matthew  thus  exp  re  lies 
himfelf,— now  from  the  fixth  hour  there  was  dark¬ 
nefs  over  ail  the  land  until  the  ninth  hour-,  St. 
Mark  fays, — and  when  the  fixth  hour  was  come, 
there  was  darknefs  over  the  whole  land  until  the 
ninth  hour ;  St.  Luke, — and  it  was  about  the  fixth 
hour,  and  there  was  darknefs  over  all  the  earth 
until  the  ninth  hour  ;  and  the  fun  was  darkened. 
The  three  Evangelifts  agree,  that  there  was 

darknefs  ; 
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darknefs ; — -and  they  agree  in  the  extent  of  the 
darknefs :  For  it  is  the  fame  expreffion  in  the 
original,  which  our  tranflators  have  rendered 
earth  in  Luke,  and  land  in  the  two  other  ac¬ 
counts  ;  and  they  agree  in  the  duration  of  the 
darknefs  ;  it  lafted  three  hours  : — Luke  adds  a 
particular  circiimftance,  that  the  fun  was  dark¬ 
ened.  I  do  not  kno^V,  whether  this  event  be 
any  where  elfe  mentioned  in  fcripture,  fo  that 
our  enquiry  can  neither  bt  extcnfive  nor  diffi¬ 
cult. 

-  _  ■  ■<  V 

In  philofophical  propriety  of  fpeech,  dark¬ 
nefs  confifts  in  the  total  abfence  of  light,  and 
admits  of  no  degrees  ;  however,  in  the  more 
common  acceptation  of  the  word,  there  are  de¬ 
grees  of  darknefs,  as  well  as  of  light ;  and  as 
the  Evangelifis  have  faid  nothing,  by  which  the 
particular  degree  of  darknefs  can  be  determin¬ 
ed,  we  have  as  much  reafon  to  fuppofe  it  was 

•  t  ,• 

flight,  as  you  have  that  it  was  exceffive;  but  if 
it  was  flight,  though  it  had  extended  itfelf  ovey 
the  furface  of  the  whole  globe,  the  difficulty  of 
its  not  being,  recorded  by  Pliny  or  Seneca  v£n  * 
lilies  at  once.  *  Do  you  not  perceive,  Sir,  upon 

what 

*  The  Author  of  L’Evan'gile  de  la  Raiion  Is  ml  flakes  in 
faying7  that  the  EvangeJ-ifts  fpeak  of  a  thick  darknefs  ;  an d 

that 
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%vhat  a  {lender  foundation  this  mighty  objeaiod 
is  grounded ;  when  we  have  only  to  put  yoil 
upon  proving,  that  the  darknefs  at  the  cruci,- 
nxion  was  of  fo  unufual  a  nature,  as  to  have 
excited  the  particular  attention  of  all  mankind, 
or  even  of  thole  who  were  witneffes  to  it?  But 

r 

I  do  not  mean  to  d£al  fo  logically  with  you  ; 
rather  give  me  leave  to  fpare  you  the  trouble 
of  your  proof,  by  proving,  or  (hewing  the 
probability  at  lead,  of  the  direft  contrary. 
There  is  a  circumdance  mentioned  by  St.  John,, 
wnich  feems  to  indicate,  that  the  darknefs  was 
hot  foexceifive  as  is  generally  fuppofed  ;  for  it 
is.  probable,  that  during  the  continuance  of  the 
daiknefs,  Jems  fpoke  both  to  his  mother,  and 
to  his  bcjo\  ed  diiciple,  whom  he  fcito  from  the 
crofa;  they  were  near  the  Crofs  ;  but  the  foldiers 
which  furrounded  it,  mud  have  kept  them  at 
too  great  a  didance,  for  Jefus  to  have  feen 
them  and  known  them,  had  the  darknefs  at  the 
crucifixion  been  exceffive,  like  the  preter¬ 
natural 

$iat  ihidake  lias  led  him  info  another,  into  g  difbelief  of 
the  event,  becaufe  it  has  not  been  mentioned  by  the  writers 
of  the  times — fes  hiflorieiis  (the  Evangelifb)  ont  le  front  dc 
nous  dire,  qu’  a  fa  mort  la  terre  a  ete  couverte  d’  enaifles 
tenebres  en  plein  midi  et  en  pleine  lune  ;  corame  fi  tons  les 
eerivains  de  ce  tems-la  ri’  auroient  pas  remarque  un  (i  etraft^e 
miracle  !  L’Evan.  de  la  Itaif.  p.  99. 
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natural  darknefs  which  God  brought  upon  the 
land  of  Egypt ;  for  it  is  exprefsly  faid,  that 
during  the  continuance  of  that  darknefs,  they 
faw  not  one  another .  The  expreffion  in  St. 
Luke,  the  fun  was  darkened, ,  tends  rather  to  con¬ 
firm,  than  to  overthrow  this  reafoning.  I  am 
fenfible,  this  expreffion  is  generally  thought 
equivalent  to  another-— the  fun  was  eciipfcd 
but  the  Bible  is  ouen  to  us  all  ;  and  there  can 

JL 

be  no  preemption',  *in  endeavouring  to  iiivc (li¬ 
gate  the  meaning  of  fcripture  for  ourfelves: 
Luckily  for  the  prefent  argumentation,  thd 
tery  phrafe  of  the  fun’s  being  darkened  occurs-** 
in  fo  many  words1,  in  one  other  place, 

(and  in  only  one)  of  the  New  Teftameat;  and 

~  ■» 

from  that  place,  you  may  poffibly  fee  reafon  to 
imagine,  that  the  darknefs  might  not,  perhaps* 

i 

have  been  fo  intenfe,  as  to  deferve  the  par¬ 


ticular  notice  of  the  Roman  naturalifts 


he  opened  the  bottom!  efs  pit ,  and  there  aroft  r 
f moke  out  of  the  pit ,  as  the  [moke  of  a  great  far - 
nace,  and  the  fun  was  darkened ,  *  and  the  air , 
reafon  of  the  fmoke  oj  the  pit .  If  we  fhouldTay, 
that  the  fun  at  the  crucifixion  was  obnubilated, 

,  i c ^ 


smoTtsSit  ©  YiXios-,  At rox,,  c.  2, 


and  darkened  by  the  intervention  of  clouds,  a i 
it  is  here  reprefented  to  be  by  the  intervene 
tion  of  a  frhoke,  like  the  fmoke  of  a  fur¬ 
nace,  I  do  not  fee  what  foil  could  objeft 
to  our  account ;  but  fdch  a  phenomenon  has 
furely  nh  right  to  be  e/lecmed  the  greateft 
that  mortal  eye  has  ever  beheld.  I  may  be 
miflaken  in  this  interpretation  ;  but  I  have  no 
defign  to  mifreprefent  the  faft,  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  a  difficulty  ;  the  darknefs  may  have 
been  as  intenfe  as  many  commentators  have  fup- 
pofed  it;  but  neither  they  nor  you  can  prove  it 
was  fo  ;  and  I  am  furely  under  no  neceffity, 
ttpon  this  occafion,  of  granting  you,  out  of 
deference  to  any  commentator,  what  you  can 
neither  prove  nor  render  probable. 

But  yoti  ftill,  perhaps,  may  think,  that  the 
darknefs,  by  its  extent,  made  up  for  this  de¬ 
ficiency  in  point  of  intenfenefs.  The  origi¬ 
nal  word,  expreffive  of  its  extent,  is  fome- 
times  interpreted  by  the  whole  earth  ;  more 
frequently  in  the  New*  Teftament,  of  any  lit¬ 
tle  portion  of  the  earth  *  for  we  read  of  the 
land  of  Judah,.. .of  the  land  of  Ifrael,  of  the 
land  of  Zabulon,  and  of  the  land  Nephtha- 
lim  ;  and  it  may  very  properly,  I  conceive, 
be  tranflated  in  the  place  in  queftion  by  Re- 
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gion .  But  why  fhould  all  the  world  take  no* 
tice  of  a  darknefs,  which  extended  itfclf  for  a 
few  miles  about  Jerufalem,  and  laded  but 
three  hours  ?  The  Italians,  efpecially,  had  no 
teafon  to  remark  the  event  as  Angular  ;  fince 
they  were  accuflomed,  at  that  time,  as  they 
are  at  prefent,  to  fee  the  neighbouring  re¬ 
gions  fo  darkened  for  days  together  by  the 
eruptions  of  .Etna  and  Vefuvius,  that  no  man 
could  know  his  neighbour*.  We  learn  from 
the  feripture  account,  that  an  earthquake  ac¬ 
companied  this  darknefs  ;  and  a  dark  cloud¬ 
ed  (ky,  I  apprehend,  very  frequently  precedes 
an  earthquake ;  but  its  extent  is  not  great, 
nor  is  its  intenfenefs  exceffive,  nor  is  the  phe¬ 
nomenon  itfelf  fo  unufual,  as  not  commonly 
to  pafs  unnoticed  in  ages  of  fcience  and  hiftory. 
I  fear,  I  may  be  liable  to  mifreprefentation 
in  this  place;  but  Ibegit.may  be  obferved, 
that  however  flight  in  degree,  or  however  con¬ 
fined  in  extent,  the  darknefs  at  the  crucifixion 
may  have  been,  I  am  of  opinion,  that  the  power  of 

fl  God 

*  — tigs  autem  tenebras  cogitemus  tantas,  quantac  quon¬ 
dam  eruptione  Etnzeorum  ignium  finitimas  region  es  obfeu • 
ravijfe  dicuntur,  ut  per  biduum  nemo  hominem  homo 
agnofeeret.  Cic.  de  Nat.  Deo.  L.  2. — And  Pliny,  in  de- 
feribing  the  eruption  of  Vefuvius,  which  fuffocated  his 
uncle,  fays,- — Dies  alibi,  iiiic  no;-:  omnibus  nottibus  ni-^ 
$rior  denfiorque. 
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God  was  as  fupernaturally  exerted  in  its  produc¬ 
tion,  and  in  that  of  the  earthquake  which  ac¬ 
companied  it,  as  in  the  opening  of  the,  graves, 
and  the  refurreftion  of  the  faints,  which  follow-, 
ed  the  refurre&ion  of  Chrift. 

V 

In  another  place,  you  feem  not  to  believe 

that  Pontius  Pilate  informed  the  emperor 
of  the  unjufi,  fentence  of  death,  which  he  had 
pronounced  againft  an  innocent  perfon  And 
the  fame  reafon  which  made  him  filent  as  to, 
the  death,  ought,  one  would  fuppofe,  to  have 
made  him  filent  as  to  the  miraculous  events, 
which  accompanied  it :  And  if  Pilate,  in  his  dif- 
patches  to  the  emperor,  tranfmitted  no  account 
of  the  darknefs  (how  great  foever  you  fuppofe  it 
to  have  been)  which  happened  in  a  diftant  pro¬ 
vince  ;  I  cannot  apprehend,  that  the  report  of  it 
could  have  ever  gained  fuch  credit  at  Rome,  as  to 
induce  either  Pliny  or  Seneca  to  mention  it 
as  an  authentic  faff. 


V.  Uv!1  f 


I  am,  &c. 


LETTER 


LETTER  SIXTH, 


S  i 

I  M  E  A  N  not  to  detain  you 
long  with  my  remarks  upon  your  fixteentli 
.chapter;  for  in  a  fliort  Apology  for  Chriftiani- 
ty,  it  cannot  be  expe£ted  that  I  fhould  apolo¬ 
gize  at  length,  for  the  indiferetions  of  the  firft 
Chriftians.  Nor  have  I  any  difpofition  to  reap 
a  malicious  pleafure,  from  exaggerating,  what 
you  have  had  fo  much  goodnatured  pleafure  in 
extenuating,  the  truculent  barbarity  of  their 
Roman  perfecutors. 

M.  nr  Voltaire  has  embraced  every  op¬ 
portunity  of  contrafting  the  perfecuting  temper 
of  the  Chriflians  with  the  mild  tolerance  of  the 
ancient  heathens ;  and  I  never  read  a  page  of  his 
upon  this  fubjeft,  without  thinking  Chriftianity 
materially,  if  not  intentionally,  obliged  to  him* 
for  his  endeavour  to  deprefs  the  lofty  fpirit  of 
religious  bigotry.  I  may  with  juftice  pay  the 
fame  compliment  to  you;  and  I  do  it  with  fin- 

H  2  cerity ; 
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cerity ;  heartily  wifhing,  that  in  the  profecution 

of  your  work,  you  may  render  every  fpecies  of 

intolerance  univerfally  deteftable.  There  is  no 

reafon  why  you  fhould  abate  the  afperity  of 

your  inveftive ;  fince  no  one  can  fufpeft  you 

of  a  defign  to  traduce  Chriftianity,  under  the 

*  ' 

guife  of  a  zeal  againft  perfecution;  or  if  any 
one  fhould  be  fo  fimple,  he  need  but  open  the 
Gofpel  to  be  convinced,  that  fuch  a  fcheme  is 
too  palpably  abfurd,  to  have  ever  entered  the 
head  of  any  fenfible  and  impartial  man. 

I  wish,  for  the  credit  of  human  nature,  that' 
I  could  find  reafon  to  agree  with  you,  in  What 
you  have  faid  of  the  “  univerfal  toleration  of 
Polytheifm  ;  of  the  mild  indifference  of  antiqui- 
ty  j  of  the  Roman  Princes  beholding,  without 
concern,  a  thoufand  forms  of  religion  fubfifling 
in  peace  under  their  gentle  fway.”  But  there  are 
fome  paffages  in  the  Roman  hiftory,  which  make 
me  hefitate  atleaft  in  this  point ;  and almofl  induce 
me  to  believe,  that  the  Romans  were  exceed¬ 
ingly  jealous  of  all  foreign  religions,  whether 
they  were  accompanied  with  immoral  manners 
or  not. 

It  was  the  Roman  cuftom  indeed,  to  invite  the 
tutelary  gods  of  the  nations,  which  they  intended 


to 


to  fubdue,  to  abandon  their  charge  ;  and  to 
promife  them  the  lame,  or  even  a  more  auguit 
worfhip,  in  the  city  of  Rome ;  *  and  their  tii- 
umphs  were  graced  as  much  with  the  exhibition 
of  their  captive  gods,  as  with  the  lefs  humane 
one  of  their  captive  kings.  +  But  this  cuftom, 
though  it  filled  the  city  with  hundreds  of  gods 
of  every  country,  denomination  and  quality, 
cannot  be  brought  as  a  proof  of  Roman  toleia- 
tion  ;  it  may  indicate  the  excels  of  their  vanity, 
the  extent  of  their  fuperflition,  or  the  refine¬ 
ment  of  their  policy;  but  it  can  never  fliew, 
that  the  religion  of  individuals,  when  it  differ¬ 
ed  from  public  wifdom,  was  either  connived  at 
as  a  matter  of  indifference,  or  tolerated  as  an 
inalienable  right  of  human  nature. 

Upon  another  occafion,  you,  Sir,  have  re¬ 
ferred  to  Livy,  as  relating  the  introdu&ion  and 
fuppreffion  of  the  rites  of  Bacchus ;  and  in 
that  very  place  we  find  him  conieffing,  that  the 
prohibiting  all  foreign  religions,  and  the  abol- 

,  .  V . /  H  3  .  ifhii’S 


*  In  oppugnationibus,  ante  omnia  folitum  a  Romanis 
Sacerdotibus  evocari  Deum,  cujus  in  tutela  id  oppidum  ei~ 
let  ;  promittique  illi  eundem,  aut  ampliorem  apud  Roma¬ 
no;.  cultura.  Plin.  Nat.  Hifb.  L.  385  C.  iv. 


Roma  triumphantis  quotiens  Ducis  inclita  currum 

Plaiiiibus  exrepit,  totiens  altaria  Divum 

Addidit  fpoliis  fib i met  nova  numma  fecit.  Pruden* 
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Miing  every  mode  of  facrifice  which  differed 
from  the  Roman  mode,  was  abufinefs  frequent¬ 
ly  entrufled  by  their  anceftors  to  the  care  of  the 


proper  magiftrates  ;  and  he  giVes  this  reafon  for 
the  pioceduie.  That  nothing  could  contribute' 


more  effe&ually  to  the  ruin  of  religion,  than 
the  fac fific in g  after  an  external  rite,  and  not 
after  the  manner  inftmited  by  their  fathers** 
Not  thirty  years  before  this  event,  the  Prae¬ 


tor,  in  conformity  to  a  decree  of  the  Senate* 
had  iffued  an  edi£l — that  no  one  fhould  prefume 
t0  faG1ificc  in  any  public  place  aft£r  a  new  or 
foreign  manner,  t  And  in  a  ftill  more  early 
period,  the  vEdiles  had  been  commanded  to 


take  care,  that  no  gods  were  worshipped,  ex- 
cep  1 1  h  e  R  o  man  go d s ;  an d ;  that  the  R om an  gods' 

were 


Quoties  hoc  patrmxi  avoruxhque  aitate  negotium  eft 
rnagiitratibus  datum,  ut  facra  externa  fieri  vetarent  ?  facri- 
hculos  vatefque  foro,  circo,  urbe  prohiberent  ?  vaticinos * 
libros  conquirerent  comburcrintque  ?  omnem  difeiplinam  fa- 
crificandi,  prseterquam  more  Romano,  abolerent  ?  Judi- 
cabant  enim  prudent iffimi  viri  omnis  divini  humanique 
pins,  nihil  asque  diflolvendae  religionis  effe,  quam  ubi  non 

patrio,  fed  externo  ritu  facrificaretilr.  Liv.  L.  xxxix  C 
xvi.  , 

qyicumque  libros  vaticinos  precationeJv%  aut  artem 
faenheandi  conferiptam  haberct,  eos  libros  omnes  literal 
que  ad  le  ante  Kalendas  Apriles  deferret :  neu  quis  in  pub¬ 
lico  fac  rove  loco,  novoaut  externo  ritu  fac  rifi  caret.  Livs 
L.  xxv.  C.  i. 
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Were  worfhipped  after  no  manner,  but  the  ef- 

tablifhed  manner  of  the  country.  * 

But  to  come  nearer  to  the  times  of  •which 
Voii  are  writing.  In  Diori  Caffius  you  may 
meet  with  a  great  courtier,  one  of  the  interior 
cabinet,  and  a  polifhed  ftatefman,  in  a  fet 
•  fpeech,  tipon  the  moft  momentous  fubjeft,  ex- 
p  re  fling  himfelf  to  the  Emperor,  in  a  manner 
Agreeable  enough  to  the  praaice  of  antiquity, 
but  utterly  inconfiftent  with  the  moft  remote 
idea  of  religious  toleration.  The  fpeech  al¬ 
luded  to  contains,  I  confefs  it,  nothing  more 
than  the  advice  of  an  individual;  but  it  ought 
to  be  remembered,  that  that  individual  was 
Maecenas,  that  the  advice  was  given  to  Auguf- 
ius,  and  that  the  occafion  of  giving  it.  was  no 
lefs  important  than  the  fettling  the  form  of  the 
Roman  government.  He  recommends  it  to 
Caefar,  to  worlhip  the  gods  himfelf,  according 
to  the  eftabfiftied  form  ;  and  to  force  all  others 
to  do  the  fame ;  and  to  hate  and  to  puuijh  all 
thofe  who  fhould  attempt  to  introduce  foreign 

H  4  religions ; 

*  Datum  mde  negotium  yEdilibus,  ut  animadverterent, 
lie  qui,  nib  Romani  Dii  neu  quo  ajio  more,  quamjpatri© 
coUrentur*  Liv,  L.  iv*  C.  30, 
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religions  :+  Nay,  he  bids  him,  in  the  fame 
place,  have  an  eye  upon  the  philofophers  alfo ; 
fo  that  free  thinking,  free  fpeaking,  at  leaf!, 
upon  religious  matters,  was  not  quite  fo  fafe 
under  the  gentle  fway  of  the  Roman  princes, 

as,  thank  God,  it  is  under  the  much  more  gen¬ 
tle  government  of  our  own. 

In  the  Edi&  of  Toleration  publifhed  by 
Galerius,  after  fix  years  unremitted  perfecution 
of  the  Chriftians,  we  perceive  his  motive 
for  perfecution  to  have  been  the  fame 
v  uh  that  which  had  influenced  the  condua 
of  the  more  ancient  Romans,  an  abhorrence  of 
all  innovations  in  religion.  If  oil  have  favour¬ 
ed  US' with  the  tranflation  of  this  edrft,  in  which 
he  fays— we  were  particularly  defirous  of 
reclaiming  into  the  way  of  reafon  and  na¬ 
ture,”  ad  bonas  mentes  (a  good  pretence  this, 
for  a  Pcdyt-heiftic  perfecutor)  “  the  deluded 
Chriftians,  who  had  renounced  the  religion 

and  ceremonies  inftitufed*  by  their  fathers” _ 

this  is  the  precife  language  of  Livv,  defcrib- 
ing  a  perfecution  of  a  foreign  religion  three 
hundred  years  before,  turba  crat  nec  fctcrifi- 

cantium 

+  Txvtx  re  uro  tb%xt\i,  text  zzgdhrsrt  ro  /xrv  Suov  G?xv rs  'crx>rxs 
avros  rt  atQov^  ^y.xrx  rx  Zjxt^ix^  kxi  tovs  x\\ ovs  n^v  xv xyy-x<*m 
rovs  Ci  |r vifyvTXS  n  ‘Uegi  xvtj  xzi  y.xi  Dion  CaL 

L.  52, 
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tantiuvi  ncc  preccmtium  Deos  patrio  ?norr. — - 
And  the  Very  expedient  of  forcing  the  Chris¬ 
tians  to  deliver  up  their  religious  books, 
which  was  praftifed  in  this  perfecution,  and 
which  Mofheim  attributes  to  the  advice  of 

*  T  *• 

Hierodes,  and  you  to  that  of  the  philofo- 
pliers  of  thofe  times,  feems  clear  to  me* 
from  the  places  in  Livy  before  quoted,  to 
have  been  nothing  but  ah  old  piece  of  ftate 
policy,  to  which  the  Romans  had  recourfe, 
as  often  as  they  apprehended  their  ellablifh- 
ed  religion  to  be  in  any  danger. 

In  the  preamble  of  the  letter  of  toleration* 
which  the  emperor  Maximin  reluftantly  wrote 
to  Sabinas  about  a  year  after  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  Galerius’  Edift,  there  is  a  plain  avow¬ 
al  of  the  reafons,  which  induced  Galerius  and 
Diocletian  to  commence  their  perfecution; 
they  had  feen  the  temples  of  the  gods  for- 
faken,  and  were  determined  by  the  feverity 
of  punifhment  to  reclaim  men  to  their  vvor- 
fhip.* 

h; 

*  Xt ayjftoi)  artrxvf&s  a>6gc<jvrktff  tCx rvts  fax* 
hgncTKUJtS,  tm  e'bva  rxv  sxvru:  crvf^xijM^prxs:,  O gStff 

'BixrtTzy^ztxi  'zzxyrxs  rus  cctto  tu>  (kxi  rw#  a$a*3Lm?m 

a>Xj(U£r)Txv\%s,  vugo  y.o\z<Tti  x.xi  os  Tr.i 

tm  Osw  avzyjtf Eufcb,  Lib,  JK*  C.  4* 


In  fliort,  the  fyftem  recommended  b’/ Mae¬ 
cenas,  of  forcing  every  perfon  to  Be  of  the 
'emperor’s  religion,  and  of  hating  and  punish¬ 
ing  every  innovator,  contained  no  new  doc- 
*11106  ;  it  was  torrefpondent  to  the  praBice 
cd  the  Roman  fenate,  in  the  mod  illirftrious 
times  of  the  republic  •  and  feems  to  have  been 
generally  adopted  By  the  emperors,  in  their 
treatment  of  Chriftians,  whilft  they  themfelves 
were  Pagans;' and  in  their  treatment  of  Pa¬ 
gans,  after  they  themfelves  became  Chrif¬ 
tians;  and  if  any  one  fhiould  be  willing  to* 
derive  thofe  laws  againft  Heretics  (which 
^re  abhorrent  from  the  mild  fpirit  of  the 
gofpel,  and  fo  reproachful  to  the  Rottian  Code) 
from  the  blind  adherence  of  the  Chriltian  em¬ 
perors  to  the  intolerant  policy  of  their  Fa¬ 
gan  predeceffors,  fomething,  I  think,  might 
Be  produced  in  ftipport  of  his  conjeQure. 

But  I  am  forry  to  have  faid  fo  much  up-r 
on  fuch  a  fubjeft. — In  endeavouring  to  pal¬ 
liate  the  feverity  of  the  Romans  towards  the 
'Chriftians,  you  have  remarked,  44  it  was  in 
vain,  that  .the  opprefled  believer  aflerted  .the 
inalienable  rights  of  confcicnce,  and  private 
judgment.”  “  Though  his  fituation  might  ex¬ 
cite  the  pity,  his  arguments  could  never  reach 
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the  uaderflanding  cither  of  the  philofophic, 
or  of  the  believing  part  of  the  Pagan  world/* 
How  is  this,  Sir  ?  are  the  arguments  for  li¬ 
berty  of  conSciencc  fo  exceedingly  incon- 
clulive,  that  you  think  them  incapable  of  reach¬ 
ing  the  underftanding,  even  of  philofophers  ? 
A  captious  adverfary  would  embrace  with 
avidity  the  opportunity  this  paffage  affords 
him,  of  blotting  your  character  with  the  odious 
fiain  of  being  a  perfecutor ;  a  ftain,  which 
no  learning  Can  wipe  out,  which  no  genius' 
or  ability  can  tender  amiable,  I  am  far  from 
^entertaining  fuch  an  opinion  of  yoiir  princi¬ 
ples  ;  but  this1  conclufion  feems  fairly  de- 
ducible  from  what  you  have  faid.— that  the 
minds  of  the  Pagans  were  fo  pre-occupied 
with  the  notions  of  forcing,  and  hating,  and  pu- 
niihing  thofe,  who  differed  from  them  in 
religion,  that  arguments  for  the  inalienable 
tights  of  confcience,  which  would  have  con¬ 
vinced  yourfelf  and  every  philofopher  in  Eu¬ 
rope,  and  ftaggered  the  refolution  of  an  in- 
quifitor,  were  incapable  of  reaching  their  un- 
dei Handings,  or  making  any  impreffi  on  on 
vtheir  hearts  ;  and  you  might,  perhaps,  have 
fpared  yourfelf  forrie  perplexity,  in  the  in- 

veftigation 
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veftigation  of  the  motives,  which  induced  tile 
Roman  emperors  to  perfecute,  and  the  Ro- 
nian  people  to  hate  the  Chriftians,  if  you 
had  not  overlooked  the  true  one,  and  adopt¬ 
ed  with  too  great  facility  the  erroneous 
idea  of  the  extreme  tolerance  of  Pagan  Rome. 

The  Chriftians,  you  obferve,  were  accuf- 
Of  atheifm : — —And  it  muft  be  owned,  that 
they  were  the  greateft  of  all  atheifts,  in  the  opi¬ 
nion  of  the  polytheifts  ;  for,  inftead  of  He- 
fiod’s  thirty  thoufand  gods,  they  could  not 
be  brought  to  acknowledge  above  one ;  and 
even  that  one  they  refufed,  at  the  hazard  of 
their  lives,  to  blafpheme  with  the  appellation 
of  Jupiten  But  is  it  not  fomewhat  Angular, 
that  the  pretenfions  of  the  Chriftians  to  a  con- 
ftant  intercourfe  with  fuperior  beings,  in  the 
working  of  miracles,  ihould  have  been  a  prin¬ 
cipal  caufe  of  converting  to  their  faith,  thofe 
who  branded  them  with  the  imputation  of 
atheifm  ? 

They  were  accufed  too  of  forming  dan¬ 
gerous  confpiracies  againft  the  ftate  : — This 
accufation,  you  own,  was  as  unjuft  as  the 
preceding  ;  but  there  feems  to  have  been  a 
peculiar  hardfhip  in  the  fituation  of  the  Chrif¬ 
tians.; 
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tians  ;  fince  the  very  fame  men,  who  thought 
them  dangerous  to  the  ftate,  on  account  of 
^heir  confpiracies  ;  condemned  them,  as  you 

have  obferved,  for  not  interfering  in  its  con- 

*  ** 

cerns ;  for  their  criminal  difregard  to  the  bu- 
finefs  of  war  and  government  j  and  for  their 
entertaining  do£lrines,  whigh  were,  fuppofed 
u  \o  prohibit  them  from  affirming  the  cha¬ 
racter.  of  foldiers,  of  magiftratgs,  and  of 
princes  Men,  fuch  as  thefe,  would  have 
made  but  poor  confpirators. 

They  were  accufed,  laftly,  of  tire  moll 
horrid  crimes  -This  ageufation,  it  is  con- 
feffed,  was  roerg  calumny ;  yet,  as  calumny 
is  generally  more  exteniive  in  its  influence 
than  truth,  perhaps  this  calumny  might  be 
more  powerful  in  (topping  the  progrefs  of 
Chriftianity,  than  the  virtues  of  the  Chriftians 
were  in  promoting  it :  And,  in  truth,  Oji- 
gen  obferves,  that  the  Chriftians,  on  account 
of  the  crimes  which  were  malicioufly  laid  to 
their  charge,  were  held  in  fuch  abhorrence, 
that  no  one  would  fo  much  as  fpeak  to  them. 
It  may  be  worth  while  to  remark  from  him, 
that  the  Jews,  in  the  very  beginning  of  Chrif¬ 
tianity,  were  the  authors  of  all  thofe  calum¬ 
nies. 
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pies,  which  (Helfus  afterwards  took  fuch  great 

delight  in  urging  agalnftthe  Chriftians,  and 

which  you  have  mentioned  with  fuch  great 
precifion.* 

It  is  no  improbable  fuppofition,  that  the 
clandeft  ne  manner,  in  which  the  perfecuting 
fpiiit  of  the  Jews  ^nd  Gentiles  obliged  the 
Chriftians  to  celebrate  their  Eucharift,  toge¬ 
ther  with  the  expreffions  of  eating  the  body, 
Sind  di inking  the  blood  of  Chrift,  which  were 
ufed  in  its  inftitution,  and  the  cuftom  of  im- 
paiting  a  kits  oi  charity  to  each  other,  an<J 
of  calling  each  other  by  the  appellations  of 
brother  and  filter, +  gave  occafions  to  their 
enemies  to  invent,  and  induced  carelefs  oh- 
fervers  to  believe,  all  the  odious  things  which 
were  faid  againft  the  Chriftians. 

You 

*  Videtur  mihi  feciiTe  idem  Celfus,  quod  Judaei,  qui 
fub  Chriflianifmi  initium  errorem  fparicre,  quail  ejus  lec- 
tae  homines  ma£tati  pueri  vefeerentur  carnibus  ;  et  quod? 
quoties  eis  libeat  operam  dare  occultis  libidinibus,  extinc- 
to  lumine  confcuprety  quam  quifque  naftus  fuerit.  Quas 
falfa  et  iniqua  opinio  dudum  valde  multos  a  religione 
noftra  alienos  tenuit  ;  perfuafos,  quod  talcs  Tint  ChriftiaT 
ni  ;  et  ad  hoc  temporis  nonullos  fallit :  quia  ca  de  cau- 
fa  Chriflianos  averfantur,  ut  nec  fimplex  colloquium 
cum  cis  habere  vclint.  Orig.  con.  Cel.  Lib.  vi. 

i  The  Romans  ufed  thefe  exprefiions  in  fo  impure  a 
fenfe,  that  Martial  calls  them,  Nomina  ncquipra.  Lib. 

II.  Epig.  iv. 
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You  have  difplayed  at  length,.  in  exprcfliye 
diftion,  die  accufations  of  die  enemies  of 
Chriftianity  ;  and  you  havp  told  us  of  the 
imprudent  defence,  by  which  the  Chriltians 
vindicated  the  purity  of  their  morals  ;  and 
you  have  huddled  up  in  a  fhort  note  (which 
many  a  reader  will  never  fee)  the  t^eftimony 
pf  Pliny  to  their  innocence  ;  permit  me  to 
do  the  Chriflians  a  little  jufticp,  by  pro¬ 
ducing  in  their  ca\ife  the  whole  truth. 

Between  feventy  and  eighty  years  after 
the  death  of  Chrift,  Pliny  had  occafion  to  con- 
fult  the  emperor  Trajan,  concerning  the  man- 
tier  in  which  he  ftiould  treat  the  Chriftians  ; 
it  feems  as  if  there  had  beeri  judicial  pro¬ 
ceedings  againft  them,  though  Pliny  had  ne¬ 
ver  happened  to  attend  any  of  them.  Ho 
knew,  indeed,  that  men  were  to  be  puni fil¬ 
ed  for  being  Chriftians?  or  he  would  not,  as 
a  fenfible  magiftrate,  have  received  the  ac¬ 
cufations  of  legal,  much  lefs  of  illegal  anony¬ 
mous  informers  againft  them  ;  nor  would  he, 
before  he  wrote  to  the  emperor,  have  put 
to  death  thofe,  whom  his  threats  could  not 
hinder  from  per  fevering  in  their  confeflion, 
that  they  were  Chriffians,  Ilis  harfh  manner 

of 
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of  proceeding  «  in  an  office  the  moil  re>> 
pugnant  to  his  humanity,”  had  made  many 
apoftawze  from  their  profeffion ;  -perfons  of  this 
complexion,  were  well  fitted  to  inform  him 
of  every  thing  they  knew  concerning  the 
Chriftians  •  accordingly  he  examined  them; 
hut  not  one  of  them  accufed  the  Chriftians 
of  any  other  crime,  than  of  praying  to  Chrift, 
as  to  fome  God,  and  of  binding  themfelve$ 
by  an  oath,  not  to.be  guilty  of  any  wicked- 
nefs.  Not  contented  with  this  information, 
he  put  two  maid  fervants,  which  were  calK 
ed  minifters,  to  th,e  torture  ;  but  even  the 
tack  could  not  extort  from  the  imbecility 
of  the  fex  a  confefifon  of  any  crime,  any 
account  different  from  that  which  the  apof- 
tates  had  voluntarily  given;  pot  a  word  det 
we  find  of  their  feafting  upon  murdered  in¬ 
fants,  or  of  their  mixing  in  inceftuous  com-; 
merce.  After  all  his  pains,  Pliny  pronounced 
the  meal  of  the  Chriftians  to  be  promifeuous. 
and  innocent ;  Perfons  of  Both  fexes,  of  all 
ages,  and  of  every  condition,  affembfed  pro- 
mifcuoufly  together :  There  was  nothing  for 
chaftity  to  blufli  at,  or  for  humanity  to  fh ud¬ 
der  at,  in  thefe  meetings;  there  was  no  fe- 


crct 
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cret  initiation  of  profelytes  by  abhorred  rites ; 

but  they  eat  a  promifeuous  meal  in  Chrif- 

tian  charity,  and  with  the  moll  perfect  inno- 

* 

cencc. * 

Whatever  Faults,  then,  the  Chriftians  may 
have  been  guilty  of  in  after  times  ;  though 
you  could  produce  to  us  a  thoiifand  ambi¬ 
tious  prelates  of  Carthage,  or  fenfual  ones  of 
Antioch,  and  blot  ten  thoufand  pages  with  the 
impurities  of  the  Chriftian  clergy ;  yet  at  this 
period,  whilft  the  memory  of  Chrift  and  his 
Apoftles  was  Frefll  in  their  minds  ;  or,  in  the 
more  emphatic  language  of  Jerome,  u  whilft 
the  blood  of  our  Lord  was  warm,  and  recent 
faith  was  fervent  in  the  believers  we  have 
the  greateft  reafon  to  conclude,  that  they  were 
eminently  diftinguifhed  for  the  probity  and 
the  purity  of  their  lives.  Had  there  been 
but  a  fhadow  of  a  crime  in  their  affemblies, 

i  ;  it 

*  —  affirmabant  autem,  hanc  fuifle  fummam  vel  cul¬ 
pas  fuae,  vel  erroris,  quod  efient  foliti  ftato  die  ante  lu- 
cem  convenire  :  carinenque  Chrifto,  quad  Deo,  diccre 
fecum  invicem :  feque  facramento  non  in  faclus  aliquod 
obftringere,  fed  ne  furta,  ne  latrocinia,  ne  adulteria  com- 
mitterent,  nc  fidem  fallerent,  ne  depofitum  appellati  ab- 
negarent  :  quibus  pera&is,  morem  fibi  difeedendi  fuiiTe, 
ruilufque  coeundi  ad  capiendum  cibum,  promijeuum  t 
men,  ct  inaoxium.  Plin.  Epif,  xcvii.  Lib.  x. 
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k  muft  have  been  detected  by  the  indulhr- 
oia-s  fearch  of  the  intelligent  Pliny;  and  it  is 
a  matter  of  real  furprize,  that  no  one  of  the 
apbftates  thought  of  paying  court  to  the  go¬ 
vernor,  by  a  falfe  teftimony  ;  efpecrally,  as  the 
apoftaey  Gems  t-o  have  heen  exceeding-  gene- 
rttl;  fince  the  temples,  which  had  been  al- 
moft  oeferted,  began  again  to  be  frequent¬ 
ed  ;  and  the  vi&ims,  for  which  'a  little  time: 
before  fcarce  a  purchafer  was  to  be  found, 
began  again  every  where  to  be  bought  up. 
This,  Sir,  is  a  valuable  teftimony  in  our 
favour  ;  it  is  not'  that  of  a  declaiming  apo- 
logift,  of  a  deluding  prieft,  or  of  a  deluded* 
martyr,  of  an  orthodox  hiftiop,  or  of  any 
“  of  the  molt  pious  of  mem,”  the  Chriftians 
out  it  is  that  of  a  Roman  magiilrate,  philo- 
fopaer,  anu  lawyer  ;  who  cannot  be  fuppofed' 
to  have  wanted  inclination-  to  deteft  the  im¬ 
moralities,  or  the  confpiracies  of  the  Chrif¬ 
tians  ;  fince,  in  his  treatment  of  them,  he  had‘ 
ftretched  the  authority  of  his  office,  and  vio¬ 
lated  alike  the  laws  of  his  country,  and  of 
humanity. 

With  this  teftimony,  I  will  conclude  my 
remarks ;  for  I  have  no  difpoiition  to  black- 

eft 
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en  the  charafter  you  have  given  of  Nero; 
or  to  leffen  the  humanity  of  the  Roman  ma- 
giftrates  ;  or  to  magnify  the  number  of  Chrif- 
tians,  or  df  martyrs  ;  or  to  undertake  the 
defence  of  a  few  fanatics,  who  by  their  in¬ 
judicious  zeal  brought  ruin  upon  themfelves, 
and  difgrace  upon  their  profeffion.  I  may 
hot  probably  have  convinced  you,  that  you 
are  wrong  in  any  thing,  which  you  have  ad¬ 
vanced  ;  or  that  the  authors  you  have  quot¬ 
ed,  will  not  fupport  you  in  the  inferences 
you  have  drawn  from  their  works ;  or  that 
Chriftianity  ought  to  be  diftinguifhed  from 
its  corruptions ;  yet  I  may,  perhaps,  have 
had  the  good  fortune  to  leffen,  in  the  minds 
of  others,  fome  of  that  diflike  to  the  Chrif- 
fian  religion,  which  the  perufal  of  your  book 
had  unhappily  excited.  I  have  touched  but 
upon  general  topics  ;  for  I  fhould  have  wea¬ 
ried  out  your  patience,  to  fay  nothing  of  my 
readers’,  or  my  own,  had  I  enlarged  upon 
every  thing  in  which  I  diffent  from  you ;  and 
a  minute  Examination  of  your  work  would* 
moreover,  have  had  the  appearance  of  a  cap¬ 
tious  difpofition  to  defcend  into  illiberal  per- 
fonalities  ;  and  might  have  produced  a  cer- 
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tain  acrimony  of  fentiment  or  expreffion* 
which  may  be  fervieeable  in  fupplying  the, 
place  of  argument,  or  adding  a  zeft  to  a  dull 
compofition  r  but  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
inveftigation  of  truth.  Sorry  fhall  I  be,  if 
what  I  have  written,  fhould  give  the  lead 
interruption  to  the  profecution  of  th,e  great 
woxk,  in  which  you  are  engaged;  the  world 
is  now  pofleffed  of  the  opinion  of  us  both, 
upon  the  fubjeft  in  ^jueftion ;  and  it  may, 
perhaps,  be  proper  for  us  both  to  leave  ih 
in  this  ft  ate  ;  I  fay  not  this,  from  any  back- 
Wardnefs  to  acknowledge  my  miftakcs,  when 
I  am  convinced  that  I  am  in  an  error;  but 
to  exprefs  the  almoft  infuperable  reludtance,: 
which  X  feel  to-  the  bandying-  ahufive  argu¬ 
ment,  in  public  controvcrfy  :  It  is  not,  in  good 
truth,  a  difficult  talk,  to  chaftife  the  froward 
petulance  of  thofe,  who  miflake  pcrfonal  in- 
veftive  for  reafoning,  and  clumfy  banter  for 
ingenuity  ;  but  it  is  a  dirty  bufinefs  at  bed, 
and  fhould  never  be  undertaken  by  a  man 
of  ,any  temper,  except  when  the  interefts  of 
truth  may  fuffer  by  his  negleft,  Nothing  of 
this  nature,  I  am  fenfible,  is  to  he  expefded 
from  you  ;  and  if  any  thing  of  the  kind  has 
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happened  to  efcape  myfelf,  I  hereby  difclaim 
the  intention-  of  faying  it,  and  heartily  wilh 
it  unfaid. 

Will  you  permit  me,  Sir*  through  this 
channel  (I  may  not,  perhaps,  have  another 
fo  good  opportunity  of  doing  it)  to  addrefs 
a  few  words  P  not  to  yourfelf,  but  to  a  fet 
of  men,  who  difturb  all  ferious  company  with 
their  profane  declamation  againft  Chriftiani- 
ty  ;  and  who  having  picked  up  in  their  tra- 
vels*  or  the  writings  of  the  deifts,  afewflim- 
fy  objeftions,  infeft  with  their  ignorant  and 
irreverent  ridicule  the  ingenuous  minds  of  the 
fifing  generation. 


I  3  Gentlemen^ 
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Gentlemen3 

Suppose  the  mighty  work  accomplished 
the  crofs  trampled  upon,  Chriftianity  every 
where  profcribed,  and  the  religion  of  Nature 
once  more  become  $he  religion  of  Europe  ; 
what  advantage  will  you  haye  derived  to  your 
country,  or  to  yourfelves,  from  the  exchange  ? 
I  know  your  anfwpr — you  will  have  freed  the, 
world  from  the  hypocrify  of  Priefts,  and  the  ty¬ 
ranny  of  Super  It  ition.~~~No  ;  you  forget  that 
Lycurgus,  and  Numa,  and  Odin,  and  Mango- 
Copac,  and  all  the  great  legislators  of  ancient  and 
modern  (lory,  have  been  of  opinion,  that  the 
affairs  of  civil  fociety  could  not  well  be  con- 
dubled  without  Joint  religion  ;  you  mull  of  ne- 
ceffity  introduce  a  priefthood,  with,  probably, 
as  much  hypocrify  ;  a  religion,  with,  affuredly, 
more  fuperftition,  than  that  which  you  now  re¬ 
probate  with  fuch  indecent  and  ill-groundedcon- 
tempt.  But  I  will  tell  you  from  what  you  will 
have  freed  the  world  >  you  will  have  freed  it 
from  its  abhorrence  of  vice,  and  from  every  pow¬ 
erful 
•  » 
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^rfal  incentive  to  virtue  ;  you  will,  with  the 
religion,  have  brought  back  the  depraved  mo¬ 
rality  of  Paganifvn  ;  you  will  have  robbed  man¬ 
kind  of  their  firm  affu ranee  of  another  life; 
and  thereby  you  will  have  defpoiled  them  of 
their  patience,  of  their  humility,  of  their  charity, 
of  their  chaftity,  of  all  thofe  mild  and  filent  vir¬ 
tues,  which  (however  defpicable  they  may  ap¬ 
pear  in  your  eyes)  are  the  only  ones  which  meli¬ 
orate  and  fublime  our  nature  ;  which  Paganifin 
never  knew,  which  fpring  from  Chriflianity 
alone,  which  do  or  might  conftitute  our  com- 
fort  in  this  life,  and  without  the  pofieflion  of 
which,  another  life,  if  after  all  there  fhould  hap¬ 
pen  to  be  one,  mull  (iinlefs  a  miracle  be  exerted 
in  the  alteration  of  our  difpofition)  be  more 
yicious  and  more  mife  rafale  than  this  is. 

Perhaps  you  will  contend,  that  the  univerfal 
right  of  reafou,  that  the  truth  and  fitnefs  of 
things,  are  of  themfelves  fufficient  to  exalt  the 
nature,  and  regulate  the  manners  of  mankind. 
Shall  we  never  have  done  with  this  groundlefs 
commendation  of  natural  law  ?  Look  into  the 
firft  chapter  of  Paul’s  Epiflle  to  the  Romans, 
and  you  will  fee  the  extent  of  its  influence  over 
the  Gentiles  of  thofe  days  ;  or  if  you  diflike 

I  4  Paul’s 
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Paul’s  authority,  and  the  manners  of  antiquity, 
look  into  the  more  admired  accounts  of  mo, 
dern  Voyagers  ;  and  examine  its  influence  ovec 
the  Pagans  of  our  own  times,  over  the  fenfual 
inhabitants  of  Otahite,  over  the  Cannibals  of 
New  Zealand,  or  the  remorfelefs  Savages  of 
Ameiica.  But  thefe  men  are  Barbarians.- — 
A;  oui  law  of  nature,  notwithflanding,  extends 
even  to  them  : — But  they  have  mifufed  their 
reafon  ;  they  have  then  the  more  need  of,  and 
would  be  the  more  thankful  for  that  revelation, 
which  you,  with  an  ignorant  and  faftidious  felf- 
fufficiency,  deem  ufelefs. — But,  they  might  of 
thcmfelves,  if  they  thought  fit,  become  wife  and 
virtuous. — I  anfwer  with  Cicero,  ut  nihil  in- 
tcrejl ,  utrum  nemo  valeat ,  an  nemo  valere  poffit  ; 
Jic  non  inteiligo  quid  interjit ,  utrum  nemo Jit  JapU 
ens,  an  nemo  ejje  pojjit. 

These  however,  you  will  think,  are  extraor¬ 
dinary  inftances  ;  and  that  we  ought  not  from 
thefe,  to  take  our  meafure  of  the  excellency  of 
the  law  of  nature  ;  but  rather  from  the  civilized 
Hates  of  China  and  Japan,  or  from  the  nations 
•which  flourifhed  in  learning  and  in  arts,  before 
Chriflianity  was  heard  of  in  , the  world.  You  mean 
to  fay,  that  by  the  law  of  nature,  which  you  are 
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(Jefirous  of  fubftituting  in  the  room  of  the  gof- 
pel,  you  do  not  underftand  thofe  rules  of  con- 
dud,  which  an  individual,  ab {traded  from  the 
community,  and  deprived  of  the  inftitution  of 
mankind,  could  excogitate  for  himfelf ;  but 
fuch  a  fyftem  of  precepts,  as  the  molt  enlighten¬ 
ed  men  of  the  moft  enlightened  ages  have  re¬ 
commended  to  our  obfervance.  Where  do  you 
find  this  fyftem?  We  cannot  meet  with  it  in  the 

•works  of  Stobaeus,  or  the  Scythian  Anacharfis, 

\  *■ 

nor  in  thofe  of  Plato,  or  Cicero,  nor  in  thofe  of 
the  Emperor  Antoninus,,  or  the  (lave  Epictetus; 
for  we  are  perfuaded,  that  the  moft  animated 
confiderations  of  the  and  the hone ftwn,ofi 

the  beauty  of  virtue,  and  the  fitnefs  of  things, 
are  not  able  to  furnifh,  even  a  Brutus  himfelf, 
with  permanent  principles  of  adion  ;  much  lefs 
are  they  able  to  purify  the  polluted  receffes  of  a, 
vitiated  heart,  to  curb  thq  irregularity  of  appe-., 
tite,  or  reftrain  the  impetuofity  of  paffion  ii^ 
common  men.  If  you  order  us  to  examine  the. 
works  of  Grotius,  or  Puffendorf,  of  Btirla-, 
maqui,  or  Hutchinfon,  for  what  you  underftand 
by  the  law  of  nature  ;  we  apprehend  that  you 
are  in  a  great  error,  in  taking  your  notions  of 
natural  law;  as  difcoverable  by  natural  reafon, 

from 
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from  the  elegant  fyltems  of  it,  which  have  been 
drawn  up  by  Chriflian  Philofophers ;  fince  they 
have  all  laid  their  foundations,  either  tacitly  or 
exprefsly ,  upon  a  principle  derived  from  reve¬ 
lation,  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the  Being 
and  attributes  of  God  ;  and  even  thofe  amongft 
yourfelves,  who  rejefting  Chriftianity  Hill  con¬ 
tinue  Theifts,  are  indebted  to  revelation  (whe¬ 
ther  you  are  either  aware  of,  or  difpofed  to  ac¬ 
knowledge  the  debt,  or  not)  for  thofe  fubiime 
{peculations  concerning  the  Deity,  which  you 
have  fondly  attributed  to  the  excellency  of  your 
own  unaffilled  reafon.  If  you  would  know  the 
real  genius  of  natural  law,  and  how  for  it  can 
pioceea  in  the  inveftigatjon  or  enforcement  of 
moral  duties  r  you  mull  confult  the  manners  and 
the  writings  of  thole,  who  have  never  heard  of 
either  the  Jewifli  or  the  Chriftian  difpenfation, 
or  of  thofe  other  manifellations  of  himfelf 

.  5 

which  God  vouchfafed  to  Adam  and  to  the  Pa¬ 
triarchs,  before  and  after  the  flood,  It  would 
be  difficult  perhaps  any  where,  to  find  a  people 
entirely  dellitutc  of  traditionary  potices  con¬ 
cerning  a  Dt.it) ,  and  of  traditionary  fears  or  ex¬ 
pectations  of  anotherlife;  and  the  morals  of  man¬ 
kind  may  have,  perhaps,  been  no  where  quite  fo 

abandoned 
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abandoned  as  tl\cy  would  have  been,  had  they 
been  left  wholly  to  them  Selves  in  thelc  points  . 
However,  it  is  a  truth,  which  cannot  be  denied, 
how  much  foever  it  may  be  lamented,  that 
though  the  generality  of  mankind  have  always 
had  feme  faint  conceptions  of  God,  and  his 
providence  ;  yet  they  have  been  always  gi catty 
Inefficacious  in  the  production  of  good  moiality 5 
and  highly  derogatory  to  his  nature,  amongft 
all  the  people  of  the  eartn,  except  the. 
Jews  and  Chriftians  ;  and  fame  may  per¬ 
haps  be  defir, ous  of  excepting  the  Mahometans, 
who  derive  all  that.  i§  good  in  t  ^eu  v  >  ^ 

■  ’  *  '  ,-i 

Chriftianity.  ,  / 

The  laws  concerning  juft  ice,  and  the  repara¬ 
tion  of  damages,  concerning  the  fecurity  of  pro¬ 
perty,  and  the  performance  of  contracts  ;  con¬ 
cerning,  in  ffiort,  whatever  a ffie ft s  the  well- 
be ino;  of  civil  focicty,  have  been  every  where 
underftood  with  fufficient  precifion  ;  and  if 
you  choofe  to  ftile  Juftiniarfs  code,  a  code  of 
natural  law,  though  you  will  err  agai  n  ft  pro¬ 
priety  of  fpeech,  yet  you  are  fo  far  in  die  right* 
that  natural  reafon  diicovered,  and  the  depra¬ 
vity  of  human  nature  compelled  human  kind,  to. 
eftabliffi  by  proper  fanctions  the  laws  therein. 
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contained  ;  and  you  will  have  moreover  Car- 
neades,  no  mean  Philofopher,  on  your  fide  ; 
who  knew  of  no  law  of  nature,  different  from 
that  which  men  had  mftituted  for  their  common 
utility  ;  and  which  was  various  according  to 
the  manners  of  men  in  different  climates,  and 
changeable  with  a  change  of  times  in  the  fame. 
And,  in  truth,  in  all  countries  where  Paganifm 
has  been  the  eftablifhed  religion,  though  a  phi- 
lofopher  may  now  and  then  have  ftepped  be¬ 
yond  the  paltry  prefcript  of  civil  jurifprudence. 
in  his  purfuit  of  virtue  ;  yet  the  bulk  of  man¬ 
kind  have  ever  been  contented  with  that  fcanty 
pittance  of  morality,  which  enabled  them  to  ef- 
cape  the  lafh  of  civil  punifhment :  I  call  it  a 
fcanty  pittance  ;  becaufe  a  man  may  be  intem¬ 
perate,  iniquitous,  impious,  a  thoufand  ways  a 
profligate  and  a  villain,  and  yet  elude  the  cog¬ 
nizance,  and  avoid  the  punifhment  of  civil  laws. 

I  am  fenfible,  you  will  be  ready  to  fay,  what 
is  all  this  to  the  purpofe  ?  though  the  bulk  of 
mankind  may  never  be  able  to  inveftigate  the 
laws  of  natural  religion,  nor  difpofcd  to  rever¬ 
ence  their  lan£lions  when  invert igated  by  others, 
nor  folicitous  about  any  other  ftandard  of  moral 
reftitude,  than  civil  legiflation  ;  yet  the  incon¬ 
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veniences  which  may  attend  the  extirpation  of 
Chriltianity,  can  be  no  proof  of  its  truth  :  I 
have  not  produced  them,  as  a  proof  of  its  truth; 
but  they  are  a  ffrong  and  conclufive  proof,  if 
hot  of  its  truth,  at  lead  of  its  utility  ;  and  the 
confideration  of  its  utility,  may  be  a  motive  to 
yourfelves  for  examining,  whether  it  may  not 
chance  to  be  true  ;  and  it  ought  to  be  a  reafon 
with  every  good  citizen,  and  with  every  man  of 
found  judgment,  to  keep  his  opinions  to  him- 
felf,  if  from  any  particular  circurii  fiances  in  his 
ftudies,  or  in  l'iis  education,  he  fhould  have  the 
misfortune  to  think  that  it  is  not  true.  If  you 
can  difcover  to  the  rifing  generation  a  better 
religion  than  the  Chriftian,  one  that  wilf  more 
effectually  animate  their  hopes,  and  fubdue 
their  paffions,  make  them  better  men  or  better 
members  of  fociety,  we  importune  you  to  pub- 
fifh  it  for  their  adv  antage  ;  but  till  you  can  do' 
that,  we  beg  of  you  not  to  give  the  reins  to  their' 
paffions,  by  inftilling  into  their  unfufpicious 
minds  your  pernicious  prejudices  :  Even  now, 
men  fcruple  not,  by  their  lawlefs  lull,  to  ruin 
the  repofe  of  private  families,  and  to  fix  a  flam 
of  infamy  upon  the  nob  left  :  Even  now,  they 
e  not,  in  lifting  itp  a  murderous  arm1 
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kgainft  the  life  of  their  friend,  or  again!!  their 
own,  as  often  as  the  fever  of  intemperance  ftim- 
iilates  their  refentment ;  or  the  fatiety  of  an  ufe-J 
lefs  life  excites  their  defpondency  :  Even  now, 
whilli  we  are  perfuaded  of  a  refurre&ion  from 
the  dead,  and  of  a  judgment  to  cotnc^  we  find  it 
difficult  enough  to  refift  the  folicitations  of  fenfej 
and  to  efcape  unfpotted  from  the  licentious 
manners  of  the  world  :  But  what  will  become 
of  our  virtue,  what  of  the  confeqixent  peace? 
and  happinefs  of  fociety,  if  you  perfuade  us, 
fhat  there  are  no  fuch  thing's  ?  in  two  words. — * 
you  may  ruin  your felves  by  your  attempt,  and 
you  will  certainly  ruin  your  country  by  your 
ifuccefs. 

*  _  ,  ‘  >; 

But  the  confederation  of  the  inutility  of  your 

defi  gn,  is  not  the  only  one,  which  fliould  induce 
you  to  abandon  it  j  the  argument  a  into  ought 
to  be  warily  managed,  or  it  may  tend  to  the 
filencing  our  oppofition  to  any  fyftem  of  fuper- 
ilition  which  h  as  had  the  good  fortune  to  be 

i  -s'*-' 

fanftified  by  public  authority  ;  it  is,  indeed,- 

liable  to  no  objection  in  the  prefent  cafe  ;  we 

* 

d6  not,  however,  wholly  rely  upon  its  cogency. 
It  is  not  contended,  that  Chrifiianity  is  to  be 

received,  merely  bccaufc  it  is  ufeful  ;  but  be- 
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faiife  it  is  true.  This  you  deny,  and  think 
four  objections  well  grounded  ;  we  conceive 
them  originating  in  your  vanity,  your  immoral¬ 
ity,  or  your  mifapprehenfion.  There  are  many 
worthlefs  doctrines,  many  fitperflitious  obfer- 
vancts,  which  the  fraud  or  folly  of  mankind 
have  every  where  annexed  to  Chriftianity  (ef~ 
pecially  in  the  church  of  Rome)  as  effential 
parts  of  it ;  if  you  take  thefe  forry  appendages 
to  Chriftianity,  for  Chriftianity  itfelf,  as  preach¬ 
ed  by  Chrift,  and  by  the  Apoftles  ;  if  you  con¬ 
found  the  RonYan  with  the  Chriftian  religion, 

% 

you  quite  mifapprehend  its  nature  ;  and  are  in 
a  ftate  fimilar  to  that  of  men,  mentioned  by  Plu- 
tarch,  in  his  trcatife  of  fuperftition  ;  who'  flying 
from  fuperftition,  leapt  over  religion,  and  funk 
into  downright  Atheifm>— Chriftianity  is  not  a 
religion  very  palatable  to  a  voluptuous  age  ;• 

it 

A  Le  Papifme,  fays  Helvetius  in  a  Pofthumous  Work,  n9 
eft  aux  ycux  d’  un  homme  Tense  qu5  une  pure  idolatrie — - 
nous  fommcs  e tonnes  de  P  abfurdite  de  la  religion  paienne. 
Celia  de  la  religion  Papifte  etonnera  bien  d’  avantage  un 
jour  la  poftcnte.— AVe  truft,  that  day  is  not  at  a  great  dis¬ 
tance,  and  deilm  will  then  be  buried  in  the  ruins  of  the 
church  of  Rome  ;  for  the  taking  the  fuperftition,  the  ava¬ 
rice,  the  ^  a  mbit  ion,  the  intolerance  of  Antichriftianifm  for 
Chriftianity,  has  been  the  great  error,  upon  which  infidelity 
has  built  its  fyftem  both  at  home  and  abroad. 


\ 
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>t  will  not  conform  its  precepts  to  the  ftandard 
of  fafhion  ;  it  will  not  leffen  the  deformity  of 
vice  by  lenient  appellations  ;  but  calls  keepings 
whoredom  ;  intrigue,  adultery  ;  and  duelling, 
murder  }  it  will  not  pander  thelU.it,  it  will  not 
licence  the  intemperance  of  mankind  ;  it  is  a 
troublefome  monitor  to  a  man  of  pleafure  ;  and 
your  way  of  life  may  have  made  you  quarrel 
with  your  religion. — -As  to  your  vanity,  as  a 
cauie  of  your  infidelity,  fuffer  me  to  produce 
the  fentiments  of  M.  Bayle  upon  that  head  ;  if 
the  defcription  does  not  fuit  your  character* 
you  will  not  be  offended  at  it  ;  and  if  you  are 
offended  with  its  freedom,  it  will  do  you  good. 

This  inclines  me  to  believe,  that  Libertines, 
like  Des-Barreaux,  are  not  greatly  perfuaded  of 
the  truth  or  what  they  fay.  They  have  made 
no  deep  examination ;  they  have  learned  fome 
few  objections,  which  they  are  perpetually  ma¬ 
king  a  noifc  with  ;  they  fpeak  from  a  principle  of 
alternation,  and  give  themfelves  the  lie  in  the  time 
of  danger. — Vanity  has  a  greater  fhare  in  their 
difputes,  than  confcience  ;  they  imagine,  that 
the  fingulaiity  and  boldnefs  of  the  opinions 
which  they  maintain,  will  give  them  the  repu¬ 
tation  of  men  of  parts  : — By  degrees,  they  get  a 

nab  it 
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habit  of  holding  impious  difcourfcs  ;  and  if  their 
tanity  be  accompanied  by  a  voluptuous  life, 
their  progrefs  in  that  road  is  the  fwifter.”  * 
The  main  ft  refs  of  your  obj  eft  ions  refts 
hot  upon  the  infufficiency  of  the  external  evi- 
dence  to  the  truth  of  Chriftianity  ;  for  few  of 
you,  though  you  may  become  the  future  orna¬ 
ments  of  the  fenate,  or  of  the  bar,  have  ever 
Employed  an  hour  in  its  examination  ;  but  upon 
the  difficulty  of  the  doftrines,  contained  in  the 
New  Teftament  :  They  exceed,  you  fay,  your 
comprehenfion  ;  and  you  felicitate  yourfelvcs, 
that  you  are  not  yet  arrived  at  the  true  ftandard 
of  orthodox  faith, — - credo  quia  ivipoffibiic .  You 
think  it  would  be  taking  a  fuperfluous  trouble,  to 
enquire  into  the  nature  of  the  external  proofs  by 
which  Chriftianity  is  eftablifhed  ;  fince,  in  your 

?  K 

opinion,  the  book  itfelf  carries  with  it  its  own 
refutation.  A  gentleman  as  acute,  probably,  as 
any  of  you  ;  and  who  once  believed,  perhaps 
as  little  as  any  of  you,  has  drawn  a  quite  differ¬ 
ent  conclufion  from  the  perufal  of  the  New  Tef¬ 
tament  ;  his  book  (however  exceptionable  it 
may  be  thought  in  fomc  particular  parts)  exhib¬ 
its 


*  Bayle,  Hitt,  Di£t.  Art.  Des-Bar 
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ils  not  only  a  diffinguifhed  triumph  of  reafbn* 
over  prejudice,  of  Ghriftianity  over  Deifm  y 
iDut  it  exhibits,  what  is  infinitely  more  rare,  the' 
ell  ar  after  of  a*- man,  who  has  had  courage  anch 
candour  enough  to  acknowledge  it.* 

But  what  if  there  fhould  Be  fome  rfteompre- 
henfible  doftrines  in  the  Gliriftian  religion  y 
fome  circumfbances,  which  in  their  .caufes-  or 
their  confequenees,  ftirpafs  the  reach  of  human4 
re-afon ;  are  they  to  be  rejefted  upon  that  ac¬ 
count?  You*  are,  or  would  be  thought,  men  of 
reading,  and  knowledge,  and  enlarged  under- 
Handings;  weigh  the  matter  fairly ;  and  confi- 
der  whether  revealed  religion  Be  not,  in  this1' 
refpeft.  juft  upon  the  fame  footing,  with  every 
other  objeft  of  your  contemplation*  Even  in' 
mathematics,  the  fcienee  of  detnonfl ration  itfelf* 
though  you  get  over  its  firft  principles}  and* 
learn  to  digeft  the  idea  of  a  point  without  parts, 
a  line  without  breadth,  and  a  furface  withoufr 
thicknefs;  yet  you  will  find  yourfelves  at  aloft  to 
comprehend  the  perpetual  approximation  of 
lines,  which  can  never  meet;  the  doftrine  of 
incommenfurables,  and  of  an  infinity  of  infinites, 

each^ 

i 

*  Sec  A'  View  of  She  Internal  E-vidcncc,  &c.  by  Soamsr 
Jenvns, 
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feach  infinitely  greater,  or  infinitely  lefs,  not 
tuily  than  any  finite  quantity,  but  than  each 
other.  In  phyfics,  you  cannot  comprehend  the 
primary  caufe  of  any  thing  ;  not  of  the  light,  by 

1  ■ 

which  you  fee;  nor  of  the  elafticity  of  the  air, 
Iby  which  you  hear;  nor  of  the  fire,  by  w  hich 
you  are  warmed.  In  phyfiology,  you  cannot 
till,  what  firft  gave  motion  to  the  heart  ;  nor 
what  continues  it  ;  nor  why  its  motion  is  lefs 

r 

voluntary,  than  that  of  the  lungs  ;  nor  why  you 
are  able  to  move  your  arm,  to  the  right  or  left, 
by  a  Ample  volition  You  cannot  explain  the^ 
caufe  of  animal  heat  ;  nor  comprehend  the  prin¬ 
ciple,  by  which  your  body  was  at  firft  formed, 
nor  by  which  it  is  fuftained,  nor  by  which  it 
will  be  reduced  to  earth.  In  natural  religion, 
you  cannot  comprehend  the  eternity  or  omni¬ 
prefence  of  the  Deity  ;  nor  eafily  underftand, 
how  his  prefcience  can  be  confident  with  your 
freedom,  or  his  immutability  with  his  govern¬ 
ment  of  moral  agents  ;  nor  why  he  did  not  make 

all  his  creatures  equally  perfeCt;  nor  why  he  did 

-  » 

not  create  them  fooner :  In  fhort,  you  cannot  look 
into  any  branch  of  knowledge,  but  you  will 
meet  with  fubjefts  above  your  comprehenfion. 
The  fall  and  the  redemption  of  human  kind,  are 
not  more  incomprehenfible,  than  the  creation 

K  2  and 
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and  the  confervation  of  the  univerfe  ;  the  infi¬ 
nite  Author  of  the  works  of  providence,  and 
of  nature,  is  equally  infcrutable,  equally  paft 
our  finding, out  in  them  both.  And  it  is  fome- 
what  remarkable,  that  the  deepeft  enquirers  into 
nature,  have  ever  thought  with  mod  reverence^ 
and  fpoken  with  mo  ft  diffidence?  concerning 
tiiofe  things,  *  which  in  revealed  religion  may 
feem  hard  to  be  underftood  ;  they  have  ever" 
avoided  that  felf-fufficiency  of  knowledge, 
which*  fp rings  from  ignorance,  produces  indif¬ 
ference,  and  ends  iir  infidelity.  Admirable  to- 
this  purpofe,  is  themcfle&ion  of  the  greateft  ma-* 
thematic ian  of  the  p relent-  age,  when  he  is  com¬ 
bating  an  opinion  of  Newton’s,  by- an  hypothe- 
fis  of  his  own,  (till  lefs  defenfible  than  that  which  - 
he  oppofes  : — Tous  les  jours  que  je  vois  de  cesv 
efprits-forts,  qui  critique  les  verites  de  notre 
religion,  et  sen  moequent  meme  avec  la  plus; 
impertinente  fuffifance,  je  penfe,  chetifs  mor- 
tels  !  combien  et  combien  des  eiiofes  fur  lef- 
quels  vous  raifonnez  fi  legerement,  font  elles 
plus  fublimes,  et  plus  eleves,  que  cclles  fur  lei- 
quelles  le  grand  Newton  s’egare  fi  gro  flic  re¬ 
man  t.* 


*  Euler, > 


Plato 
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‘Plato  mentions  a  fet  of  men,  who  were  very 
ignorant,  and  thought  themfelves  fupremely 
-wife  ;  and  who  rejefled  the  argument  for  the 
being  of  a  God,  derived  from  .the  harmony  and 
order  of  the  univerfe,  as  old  and  trite  ;  t  there 
have  been  men,  it  feems,  in  all  ages,  who  in  at- 
felling  fingularky,  have  overlooked  truth  :  An 
argument,  however,  is  not  -the  worfe  for  being 
old  ;  and  furely  it  would  have  been  a  more  jutt 
mode  of  reafoning,  if  you  had  examined  ;the  ex- 
.tornaPevidence  for  die  truth  of  Ghriftianity, 
weighed  the  old  arguments  from  miracles,  and 
from  prophecies,  before  you  had  rejefted  the 
whole  account  from  the  difficulties  you  met  with 
in  it.  You  would  laugh  at  an  Indian,  who  in 
peeping  into  a  hiftory  of  England,  and  meeting 

with  the  mention  of  the  Thames  being  frozen,  or 

» 

of  a  fhower  of  hail,  or  of  inow,  fliould  fhrow 
die  book  afide,  as  unworthy  of  his  further  no¬ 
tice,  from  his  want  of  ability  to  comprehend 
ihefe  phenomena. 

In  confidering  the  argument  from  miracles., 
you  will  foon  be  convinced,  that  it  is  poffible 
for  God  to  work  miracles  ;  and  you  will  be 
convinced,  that  it  is  as  poffible  for  human  tellU 

K  3  mony 
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rnony  to  eftablilh  the  truth  of  miraculous,  as  of 
phyfical  or  hiflorical  events  ;  but  before  you 
can  be  convinced,  that  the  miracles  in  queftion 
are  fupported  by  fuch  teftimony  as  deferves  to. 
be  credited,  you  mult  enquire  at  what  period, 
and  by  what  perfons,  the  books  of  the  old  and 
new  Teftaroent  were  compofed  ;  if  you  rejefl 
the  account,  witnout  making  this  examination^ 
>ou  1€je6l  it  from  prejudice,  not  from  reafon. 

There  is,  however,  a  fliort  method  of  exam¬ 
ining  this  argument,  which  may,  perhaps,  make 
as  great  an  impreffion  on  your  minds,  as  any 
other.  Thiee  men  of  diilinguiflied  abilities 
rofe  up  at  different  times,  and  attacked  Chrif- 
tianity  with  every  objection  which  their  malice 
could  fuggeft,  or  their  learning  could  devife  ; 
but  neither  Celfus  in  the  fecond  century,  nor 
Porphyry  in  the  third,  nor  the  emperor  Julian 
himfelf  in  the  fourth  century,  ever  queftioned, 
the  reality  of  the  miracles  related  in  the  Gofpels. 
Do  but  you  grant  us,  what  thefe  men  (who  were 
more  likely  to  know  the  truth  of  the  matter^ 
than  you  can  be)  granted  to  their  adverfaries, 
and  we  will  very  readily  let  you  make  the  moll 
of  the  Magic,  to  which,  as  the  laft  wretched 
(hift,  they  were  forced  to  attribute  them.  We 

can. 


can  find  you  men,  in  our  days,  who  from  the 
mixture  of  two  colourlefs  liquors,  will  produce 
you  a  third  as  red  as  blood,  or  of  any  other  co¬ 
lour  you  defire  ;  ct  ditto  xitius^  by  a  drop  re- 
fembling  water,  will  reftore  the  tranfparency  ; 
they  will  make  two  fluids  co  ale  fee  into  a  foli'd 
body;  and  from  the  mixture  of  liquors  colder 
than  ice,  will  inftantly  raife  you  a  horrid  explo¬ 
sion  and  a  tremendous  flame  :  Thefe,  and  twenty 
other  tricks,  they  will  perform,  without  having 
been  fent  with  our  Saviour  to  Egypt  to  learn 
magic  ;  nay,  with  a  bottle  or  two  of  oil,  they 
will  compofe  the  undulations  of  a  lake  ;  andby 
n  little  art,  they  will  reftore  the  fim8tions  of  life 
to  a  man,  who  has  been  an  hour  or  two  under 
water,  or  a  day  or  two  buried  in  the  fnow  :  But 
in  vain  will  thefe  men,  or  the  g  re  ate  ft  Magician 
ihatEgyptever  faw,  fay  to  a  boifterous  fea.  Peace , 
be  flill ;  ip.  vain  will  they  fay  to  a  carcafe  rotting 
in  the  grave,  Come  forth  ;  the  winds  and  the  fea 
will  not  obey  them,  and  the  putrid  carcafe  will 
not  hear  them.  You  need  not  fuffer  yourfelves 
to  be  deprived  of  the  weight  of  this  argument, 
from  its  having  been  obferved,  that  the  Fathers 
have  acknowledged  the  fupernatural  part  of  Pa- 
ganifpr;  fince  the  Fathers  were  in  no  condition 
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to  deled  a  cheat,  which  was  fupported  both  by 
the  difpofition  of  the  people,  and  the  power  of 
the  civil  magiftate;  *  and  they  were  from  that 
inability,  forced  to  attribute  to  infernal  agency, 
■what  was  too  cunningly  contrived  to  be  deteti- 
ed,  and  contrived  fpr  too  impious  a  p.urpofe, 
to  be  credited  as  the  work  of  God. 

With  refpea  to  prophecy,  you  may,  per¬ 
haps,  have  accuftomed  ypurfelyes  to  confider 
•  * 

it,  as  originating  in  A  hade  enthufiafm,  in 
Chaldean  myftery,  or  in  the  fubtle  ftratagem  of 
inteiefted  priefts ;  and  have  given  yourfelves  i\o 
more  trouble  concerning  the  prediftions  of 

facred,  than  concerning  the  oracles  of  Pa- 

‘  *  *  •  •  .  .  -  % 

gan  hiftory.  Or  if  yo\t  have  ever  caft;  a 
glance  upon  this  fubjeft,  the  diffenfions  of 
learned  men  concerning  the  proper  interpre¬ 
tation  of  the  Revelation,  and  other  difficult 
prophecies,  may  have  made  you  raflily  con¬ 
clude,  that  all  prophecies  were  equally  un¬ 
intelligible  ;  and  more  indebted  for  their  ac- 
compliffiment,  to  a  fortunate  concurrence  of 
events,  and  the  pliant  ingenuity  of  the  ex- 
pofitor,  than  to  the  infpired  forefight  of  the 
■  prophet. 

*  See  Ld.  Lyttlet.  Obf,  on  St,  Paul,  p.  59. 
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prophet.  In  all  that  the  prophets  of  the  014 
Teftament  have  delivered,  concerning  the 
deftruftion  of  particular  cities,  and  the  defo- 
iation  of  particular  kingdoms,  you  may  fee 
nothing  but  ffirewd  corjeEtures,  which  any 
one  acquainted  with  the  hiftory  of  the  rile 
and  fall  of  empires,  might  certainly  have  made  : 
And  as  you  would  not  hold  him  for  a  pro¬ 
phet,  who  fliould  now  affirm,  that  London  or 
Paris  would  afford  to  future  ages,  a  fpeciacle 
juft  as  melancholy  as  that  which  we  now 
contemplate  with  a  high,  in  the  ruins  of  Agri- 
gentum  or  Palmyra;  fo  you  cannot  perfuade 
yourfelves  to  believe,  that  the  denunciations 
of  the  prophets  again  ft  the  haughty  cities 
of  Tyre  or  Babylon,  for  inftance,  proceeded 
from  the  inspiration  of  the  Deity,  There  is 
no  doubt,  that  by  feme  fuch  general  kind  of 
reafoning,  many  are  inufluenced  to  pay  no 

attention  to  an  argument,  which,  if  properly 

.  < 

confidered,  carries  with  it  the  ftrongeft  con¬ 
viction. 

Spinoza  faid,  That  he  would  have  broken 
^iis  atheiftic  fyftem  to  pieces,  and  embraced 
without  repugnance  the  ordinary  faith  of 
Chriftians,  if  he  could  have  perfuaded  him- 
:  -  feif 
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felf  of  the  refyrreflion  of  Lazarus  from  the 
dead ;  and  I  queftion  not,  that  there  are  nja- 
ny  difbelieyers,  who  would  relinquilh  their 
Deiftic  tenets,  and  receive  the  gqfpel,  if  they 
could  perfuade  themfelves,  that  God  had 
ever  fo  far  interfered  in  the  moral  go¬ 
vernment  of  the  world,  as  to  illumine  the 
mind  of  any  one  man  with  the  knowledge 
<qf  future  events.  A  miracle  ftrikes  the  fenfes 
of  the  perfons  who  fee  it,  a  prophecy  adr 
dreffcs  itfelf  tq  the  under  (landings  of  thofe 
who  behold  its  completion  j  and  it  requires 
in  many  cafes  feme  learning,  in  all  fome  at¬ 
tention,  to  judge  of  the  correfpondence  of 
events  with  the  prpdiflsons  concerning  them. 
No  one  can  .be  convinced,  that  what  Jere¬ 
miah  and  the  other  prophets  foretold  of  the 
fate  of  Babylon,  that  it  (hould  be  befieged  by 
the  Medes ;  that  it  (hould  be  taken,  when  her 
mighty  men  were  drunken,  when  her  fprings 
were  .dried  up ;  and  that  it  fhould  become 
a  pool  of  water,  and  (hould  remain  defolate 

<  ‘  i 

forever j  no  one,  I  (ay,  can  be  convinced, 
that  all  thefe,  and  other  parts  of  the  prophe¬ 
tic  denunciation,  have  been  minutely  fulfilled, 

j  ' 

without  (pending  fome  time  in  reading  the 

a.ccounts 
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accounts  which  profane  hiftorians  hav£  deliver¬ 
ed  do\yn  to  us  concerning  its  being  taken  b y 
Cyrus ;  and  which  modern  travellers  have  gi¬ 
ven  us  of  its  prefent  fituation. 

Porphyry  was  fo  p^rfuaded  of  the  coin¬ 
cidence  between  the  prophecies  of  Daniel  and 
the  events,  that  he  was  forced  to  affirm,  the 
prophecies  were  written,  after  the  things  pro- 
phefied  of  had  happened;  another  Porphyry 
hasy  in  our  days,  been  fo  aftonifhed  at  tire 
correfpondence  between  the  prophecy  concern¬ 
ing  the  deftruElioji  of  Jerufalcm,  as  related  by  St. 
Matthew,  and  the  hiflory  of  that  event,  3$. 
recorded  by  Jofephus  ;  that  rather  than  em¬ 
brace  Chriftianity,  he  has  ventured  (contrary 
to,  the  faith  of  all  ecclefiaftical  hiflory,  the 
opinion  of  the  learned  of  all  ages,’  and  all 
the  rules  of  good  criticifm)  to  affert,  that 
St.  Matthew  wrote  his  gofpel  after  Jerufalem 
had  been  taken  and  deftroyed  by  the  Ro¬ 
mans.  You  may  from  thefe  inflances  per¬ 
ceive  the  ftrength  of  the  argument  from 
prophecy  ;  it  has  not  been  able  indeed  to  van- 
tjuifli  the  prejudices  of  either  the  ancient  ov 
the  modern  Porphyry;  but  it  has  been  able  to 
compel  them  both,  to  be  guilty  of  obvious 

falfehoodsj 
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falfehoods,  which  have  nothing  but  impudent 
aflertions.  to  fuppprt  them. 

Some  over-zealous  interpreters  of  fcripture 
have  found  prophefies  in  Ample  narrations, 
^extended  rcai  predictions  beyond  the  times 
and  circumstances  to- which  they  naturally 
were  applied,  and  perplexed  their  readers  with 
a.  thou  fan  d  quaint  allufions  gnd  allegorical 
conceits  ;  this  proceeding  has  made  men  ot 
fenfe  pay  lefs  regard  to  prophecy  in  general ; 
there  are  fomc  predictions,  however,  Inch  as  thofe 
concerning  the  prefcnt  ftate  of  the  Jewiffi  peo¬ 
ple,  and  the  corruption  of  Chriftianity,  which 
are  now  fulfilling  in  the  world  ;  gnd  which* 
if  you  will  take  the  trouble  to  examine  thei% 
you  will  find  of  fuch  an  extraordinary  nature, 
that  you  will  not  perhaps  hefitate  to  refer 
jlhem  to  God  as  their  author ;  and  if  you  once 
become  perfuaded  of  the  truth  of  any  one 
miracle,  or  of  the  completion  of  any  one 
prophecy,  you  will  refolve  all  your  difficul¬ 
ties  (concerning  the  manner  of  God’s  in- 
terpofition,  in  the  moral  government  of  our 
fpecies,  and  the  nature  of  the  doQrines  con¬ 
tained  in  revelation)  into  your  own  inability 
fully  to  comprehend  the  whole  fcheme  of  di¬ 
vine  providence. 

Ws 
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Wf.  are  told,  however,  that  the  llrangenefs, 
of  the  narration,  and  the  difficulty  of  the  doc¬ 
trines  contained  in  the  New  Teftament,  are 

not  the  only  circumftances  which  induce  you' 

*  *  '  *  '  f 

to  reje£t  it  ;  you  have  difcovered,  you  think, 
fo  many  contradictions,  in  the  accounts  which' 
the  Evangelifts  have  given  of  the  life  of  Chrift, 

that  you  are  compelled  to  confider  the  whole 

'  •  *  « 

as  an  ill-digefted  and  improbable  ftory.  You1 
would  not  reafon  thus  upon  any  other  oc- 
cafion  ;  you  would  not  reject  as  fabulous  the 
accounts  given  by  Livy  and  Polybius  of  Han-’ 
nibal  and  the  Carthaginians,  though  you  fhould 
difcover  a  difference  betwixt  them  in  feveral 

*  s*  *  » 

points  of  little  importance.  You  cannot  com¬ 
pare  the  hiftory  of  the  fame  events  as  deli¬ 
vered  by  any  two  hiftorians,'  but  you  will 

meet  with  many  circumftances ;  which,  though 

•  ■  «  '  #  , 

mentioned  by  one,  are  either  wholly  omitted 

»  ;  •  <  4 

or  differently  related  by  thes. other;  and  this 
obfervation  is  peculiarly  applicable  to  biogra¬ 
phical  writings  :  But  no.  one  ever  thought  of 
difbelieving  the  leading  circumftances  of  the 
lives  of  Vkellius  or  Vefpafian,  becaufe  Ta¬ 
citus  and  Suetonius  did  not  in  every  thing 
eorrcfpond  in  their  accounts  of  thefc  empe¬ 
rors  y 
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i^rs  ;  and  if  therfiemoirs  of  the  life  and  doc¬ 
trines  of  M.  de  Voltaire  himfelf  Were,  foihe  twen¬ 
ty  or  thirty  years  after  his  death,  to  be  delivered 
to  the  'world  by  four  of  his  mod  intimate 
acquaintance  ;  I  do  not  apprehend  that  we 
fbould  difcredit  the  whole  account  of1  fuel!' 
an  extraordinary  man,  by  reafon  of  fome  flight 
inconfiftences  and  contradictions,  which  the' 
avowed  enemies  of  his  name  might  chance  to' 
difeover  in  the  feveral  narrations.  Though 
we  fhould  grant  volt,  then,  that  the  Evan- 
gelifts  had  fallen  into  fome  trivial  contradic¬ 
tions,  in  what  they  have  related  concerning 
the  life  of  Chrift ;  yet  you  ought  not  to  draw 
any  other  inference  from  our  conceflion,  than 
that  they  had  not  plotted  together,  as  cheat's" 
Would  have  done,  in  order  to  give  an  unex¬ 
ceptionable  confiftency  to  their  fraud.  Wef 
are  not,  However,  difpofed  to  make  you  any 
fitch  Cbnceflion  ;  we  will  rather  fltew  you  the 
futility  of  your  general  argument,  by  touching 
Upon  a  few  of  the  places,  which  you  think 
are  moft  liable  to  your  cenfure. 

You  obferve,  that  neither  Luke,  nor  Mark, 
libr  Jbhn,  have  mentioned  the  cruelty  of  He¬ 
rod  in  murdering  the  infants  of  Bethlehem; 

and 


I  rf 
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^nd  that  no  account  is  to  be  found  of  thi£ 
matter  in  Jofephus',  who  wrote  the"  life  of 
Herod  ;  and,  therefore,  the.  faft  recorded  by 
Matthew  is  not  true.— The  concurrent  tefti- 


mony  of  many  independent  writers  concern¬ 
ing  a  matter  of  fa£t  irnqUeftionably  adds'  to  its 
probability  ;  but'  if  nothing  is  to*  be  received 
as  true,  upon  the  teftimony  of  a  Angle  au¬ 
thor,  we  muft  give  up  feme  of  the  belt  wri- 
ters,  and  difbelieve  feme  of  the  moft  in  te¬ 


aching  faCls  of  ancient  hiftory. 

k  \ 

According  to  Matthew,  Mark,  and  Luke,;  * 
there  was  only  an  interval  of  three  months, 
you  lay,  between  the  baptifm  and  crucifixion 
Of  Jefirs  ;  from  which  time  taking  away  the 
forty  days  of  the  temptation,  there  will  on¬ 
ly  remain  about  fix  weeks  for  the  whole  pe¬ 
riod  of  his  public  miniftry  ;  which  lafted* 
however,  according  to  St.  John,  at  the  leaff 
abov©  three  years. — -Your  obje6tion  fairly 
{fated  fiends  thus.  Matthew,  Mark,  and  Luke, 
hi  writing  the  hiftory  of  Jefus  Chrifi,  men¬ 
tion  the  feve'ral  events  of  his  life,  as  fol¬ 
iowing  one'  another  in  continued  fucceffion, 
without  taking  notice  of  the  times  in  which4 
they  happened  ;  but  is  it  a  juft  conclufioii 

fron* 
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from  their  (Hence,  to  infer  that  there  really 
%ere  no  intervals  of  time  between  the  tranf- 
aBions  which  they  feem  to  have  connected  ? 
Many  inftances  m  ght  be  produced  from  the 
tnoft  admired  biographers  of  antiquity,  in 
which  events  are  related,  as  immediately  con- 
fequent  to  each  other,  w7hich  did  not  hap¬ 
pen  but  at  very  diftant  periods  :  We  have  aii 

•  -  >  ,  t  -■ 

obvious  example  of  this  manner  of  writing 
in  St.  Matthew;  who  conneBs  the  preaching 
of  John  the  Baptift  with  the  return  of  jo- 
feph  from  Egypt,  though  we  are  certain,  -that 

r  ' 

the  latter  event  preceded  the  former  by  a  great 
many  years, 

John  has  faid  nothing  of  the  inftitution  of 
the  Lord's  fupp.er  ;  the  other. Evangeiifts  have 
laid  nothing  of  the  wafliing  of  the  difcjples' 
feet: — What  then?  are  you  not  afhamed  to 
produce  thefe  fads,  as  inftances  of  contra- 

j  i  "v  >’  .  ..  . 

diCtions  ?  if  omiffions  are  contradictions,  look 

%  V  > 

*  - 

into  the  hi  ftory  of  the  age  of  Louis  the  fourteenth, 

or  into  the  general  hiftory  of  M.  de  Voltaire,  and 

•  ^  \  •  *  -  ■ 

you  will  meet  with  a  great  abundance  of  con¬ 
tradictions. 

John,  in  mentioning  the  difeourfe  which 
Jefus  had  with  his  mother  and  his  beloved 
dlfciple,  at  the”  time  of  his  crucifixion,  fays, 

that 
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that  fhe,  with  Mary  Magdalene,  ftood  near 
the  crofs ;  Matthew,  on  the  other  hand,  fays, 
that  Mary*  Magdalene  and  the  other  women 
Were  there,  beholding  afar  off :  This  you 
think  a  manifeft  contradiction  j  and  fcoffing- 
ly  enquire,  whether  the  women  and  the  be¬ 
loved  difciple,  which  were  near  the  crofs, 
could  be  the  fame  with  thofe  who  ftood  far 
from  the  crofs  ?— It  is  difficult  not  to  tranf- 
grefs  the  bounds  of  moderation  and  good 
manners,  in  anfwering  fuch  fophiftry  ;  what ! 
have  you  to  learn,  that  though  the  Evangel- 
ifts  fpeak  of  the  crucifixion,  as  of  one  event, 
it  was  not  accomplilhed  in  one  inftant,  but 
lafted  feveral  hours  ?  And  why  the  women,  . 
who  were  at  a  diftance  from  the  crofs,  might 
not,  during  its  continuance,  draw  near  the 
crofs  ;  or  from  being  near  the  crofs,  might 
not  move  from  the  crofs,  is  more  than  you 
can  explain  to  either  us,  or  yourfelves.  And 
we  take  from  you  your  only  refuge,  by  de¬ 
nying  exprefsly,  that  the  different  Evangelifts, 
in  their  mention  of  the  women,  fpeak  of  the 
fame  point  of  time. 

The  Evangelifts,  you  affirm,  are  fallen  in¬ 
to  grofs  contradictions,  in  their  accounts  of 

L  the 
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the  appearances,  by  which  Jefus  manifefted 
himfclf  to  his  difciples,  after  his  refurreCtion 
from  the  dead  ;  for  Matthew  fpeaks  of  two, 
Mark  of  three,  Luke  of  two,  and  John  of 
four.  That  contradictory  proportions  cannot 
be  true,  is  readily  granted;  and  if  you  will 
produce  the  place,  in  which  Matthew  fays, 
that  Jefus  Chrift  appeared  twice  and  no  often- 
er,  it  will  be  further  granted,  that  he  is  con¬ 
tradicted  by  John,  in  a  very  material  part  of  his 
narration  ;  but  till  you  do  that,  you  muft 
excufe  me,  if  I  cannot  grant  that  the  Evan- 
gelifts  have  contradicted  each  other  in  this 
point  ;  for  to  common  underftandings  it  is 
pretty  evident,  that  if  Chrift  appeared  fou'if 
times,  according  to  John’s  account,  he  mu  ft 
have  appeared  twice,  according  to  that  of 
Matthew  and  Luke,  and  thrice,  according^ 
that  of  Mark.* 

The  different  Evangelifts  are  not  only  accn* 
fed  of  contradicting  each  other,  but  Luke  is 
faid  to  have  contradicted  himfelf ;  for  in  his 
Gofpel  he  tells  us,  that  Jefus  afcended  into  hea¬ 
ven  from  Bethany  ;  and  in  the  ACts  of  the  Apof- 
tles,  of  which  he  is  the  reputed  author,  he  in¬ 
forms  us,  that  he  afcended  from  Mount  Olive?, 

Yous 
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* — Your  objection  proceeds  either  from  your 
ignorance  of  geography,  or  your  ill  -  w  ill  to  Chrif- 
tianity  ;  and  upon  either  fuppofition  deferves 
our  contempt  :  Be  pleafed,  however,  to  remem¬ 
ber  for  the  future,  that  Bethany  was  not  only 
the  name  of  a  town,  but  of  a  diftriCt  of  Mount 
Ol  ivet  adjoining  to  the  town. 

From  this  fpecimen  of  the  contradictions, 
afcribed  to  the  hiftorians  of  the  life  of  Chrift, 
you  may  judge  for  yourfelves,  what  little  reafon 
there  is  to  rejeCt  Chriftianity  upon  their  ac¬ 
count  ;  and  how  fadly  you  will  be  impofed  upon, 

.  (in  a  matter  of  more  confequence  to  you  than 
any  other)  if  you  take  every  thing  for  a  contra¬ 
diction,  which  the  uncandid  adverfaries  of  Chrif¬ 
tianity  think  proper  to  call  one. 

Before  I  put  an  end  to  this  addrefs,  I  can¬ 
not  help  taking  notice  of  an  argument,  by  which 
Come  philofophers  have  of  late  endeavoured  to 
overturn  the  whole  fyftem  of  revelation  :  And 
it  is  the  more  neceffary  to  give  an  anfwer  to  their 
objection,  as  it  is  become  a  common  fubjeCt  of 
philofophical  converfation,  especially  among®1 
thofe  who  have  vifited  the  continent.  The  ob¬ 
jection  tends  to  invalidate,,  as  is  luppofed,  the 

L  2  authority 
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authority  of  Mofes  ;  by  Chewing,  that  the  earth 
is  much  older,  than  it  can  be  proved  to  be  from 
his  account  of  the  creation,  and  the  fcripture 
chronology.  We  contend,  that  fix  thoufand 
years  have  not  yet  elapfedfince  the  creation;  and 
thefe  philofophers  contend,  that  they  have  indu-* 
bitable  proof  of  the  earth’s  being  at  theleaft  four-, 
teen  thoufand  years  old  ;  and  they  complain* 
that  Mofes  hangs  as  a  dead  weight  upon  them, 
and  blunts  all  their  zeal  for  enquiry. * 

The  Canonico  Recupero,  who  it  feems  is 
engaged  in  writing  the  hiftory  of  Mount  Etna* 
has  difcovered  a  flratum  of  lava,  which  flowed 
from  that  mountain,  according  to  his  opinion,  in 
the  time  of  the  fecond  Punic  war,  or  about 
two  thoufand  years  ago;  this  flratum  is  not  yet 
covered  with  foil,  fufficient  for  the  produftion 
of  either  corn  or  vines;  it  requires  then,  fays 
the  Canon,  two  thoufand  years,  at  leaft,to  con-* 
vert  a  flratum  of  lava  into  a  fertile  field.  In 
finking  a  pit  near  Jaci^  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Etna,  they  have  difcovered  evident  marks  of 
feven  diftinft  lavas,  one  under  the  other  ;  the 
furfaces  of  which  are  parallel,  and  moil  of  them 

covered 
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covered  with  a  thick  bed  of  rich  earth  ;  now 
the  eruption  which  formed  the  loweft  of  thefe 
lavas  (if  I  maybe  allowed  to  jreafon,  fays  the 
Canon,  from  analogy)  flowed  from  the  moun- 
tain  at  leaft  fourteen  thoufand  years  ago. — It 
might  be  briefly  anfwered  to  this  objeftion,  by 
denying,  that  there  is  any  thing  in  the  hiflory  of 
Mofes  repugnant  to  this  opinion  concerning  the 
great  antiquity  of  the  earth;  for  though  the  rife 
and  progrefs  of  arts  and  fciences,  and  the  fmall 
multiplication  of  the  human  fpecies,  render  it 
alrnoft  to  a  demonftration  probable,  that  man 
has  not  exifted  longer  upon  the  furface  of  this 
earth,  than  according  to  the  Mofaic  account  ; 
yet,  that  the  earth  itfelf  was  then  created  out  of 
nothing,  when  man  was  placed  upon  it,  is  not, 
according  to  the  fentiments  of  fome  philcfo- 
phers,  to  be  proved  from  the  original  text  of  fa- 
cred  fcripture  ;  we  might,  I  fay,  reply  with 
thefe  philofophers,  to  this  formidable  objeftion 
of  the. Canon,  by  granting  it  in  its  full  extent  ; 
we  are  under  no  neceffity,  however,  of  adopting 
their  opinion,  in  order  to  fliew  the  weaknefs  of 
the  Canon’s  reafoning.  For,  in  the  firft  place, 
the  Canon  has  not  fatisfa&orily  eftablifhed  his 
main  fa&?  that  the  lava  in  queltion  is  the  iden¬ 
tical 
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tical  lava,  which  Diodorus  Siculus  mentions 
to  have  flowed  from  Etna,  in  the  fecond  Cartha¬ 
ginian  war  ;  and  in  the  fecond  place,  it  maybe 

obierved,  that  the  time  neceflarv  for  convert- 

* 

ing  lavas  into  fertile  fields,  mult  be  very  differ-, 
ent,  according  to  the  different  confiftencies  of  the 
lavas,  and  their  different  fituations,  withrefpeftto 
elevation  or  depreffion  ;  to  their  being  expofed 
to  winds,  rains,  and  to  other  circumfi ances ;  juft 
as  the  time  in  which  the  heaps  of  iron  flag  (which 
refembles  lava)  are  covered  with  verdure,  is  dif¬ 
ferent  at  different  furnaces,  according  to  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  flag,  and  fituation  of  the  furnace;  and 
fome thing  of  this  kind  is  deducible  from  the  ac¬ 
count  of  the  Canon  himfelf ;  fince  the  crevices  of 
this  famous  ftratum  are  really  full  of  rich  good 
foil,  and  have ‘pretty  large  trees  growing  in  them. 

But  if  all  this  fhould  be  thought  not  fufficient 
to  remove  the  obje&ion,  I  will  produce  the  Ca¬ 
non  an  analogy  in  oppofition  to  his  analogy,  and 
which  is  grounded  on  more  certain  faffs.  Etna 
and  Vefuvius  refemble  each  other,  in  the  caufes 
which  produce  their  eruptions,  in  the  nature 
of  their  lavas,  and  in  the  time  neceffary  to  mel¬ 
low  them  into  foil  fit  for  vegetation  ;  or  if  there 
be  any  flight  difference  in  this  refpea,  it  is  pro- 
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fcably  not  gi'eater  than  what  fubfifts  between 
different  lavas  of  the  fame  mountain.  This  be¬ 
ing  admitted,  which  no  phiiofopher  will  deny, 
the  Canon's  analogy  will  pfove  juft  nothing  at 
all,  if  we  can  produce  an  inftance  of  fevcn  dif¬ 
ferent  lavas  (with  interjacent  ftrata  of  vegetable 
earth)  which  have  flowed  from  Mount  Vefuvius, 
within  the  fpace,  not  of  fourteen  thoufand,  but 
of  fomewhat  lefs  than  feventeCn  hundred  years; 
for  then,  according  to  our  analogy,  a  ftratum  of 

lav  a  may  be  covered  with  vegetable  foil  in 

*  ►  —  • 

about  two  hundred  and  fifty  years,  inftead  of 
requiring  two  thoufand  for  the  purpofe.  The 
eruption  of  VefuviuS,  which  deftroyed  Hercu¬ 
laneum  and  Pompeii,  is  rendered  ff ill  more  fa¬ 
mous  by  the  death  or  Pliny,  recorded  by  his 
nephew,  in  his  letter  to  Tacitus ;  this  event  hap** 
pened  in  the  year  79  ;  it  is  not  yet  then  quite 
feventeen  hundred  years,  fince  Herculaneum 
was  fwallowed  up  :  But  we  are  informed  by  un- 
queftionable  authority,  that  4;  the  matter  which 
covers  the  ancient  town  of  Herculaneum,  is  not 
the  produce  of  one  eruption  only ;  for  there  are 
evident  marks,  that  the  matter  of  fix  eruptions 
has  taken  its  courfe  over  that  which  lies  imme¬ 
diately  above  the  town,  and  was  the  caufe  of  its 

deftruftion. 
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deftru&ion.  Thefe  ftrata  are  either  of  lava  or 

burnt  matter,  -with  veins  of  good foil  betwixt  them."* 

—I  will  not  add  another  word  Upon  this  fubjeft ; 

except  that  the  bilhop  of  the  diocefe  was  not 

j  much  out  in  his  advice  to  Canonico  Recupero-"" 

to  take  care  not  to  make  his  mountain  older 

than  Mofes  ;  though  it  would  have  been  full  as 

Well  to  have  fhut  his  mouth  with  a  reafon,  as  to 

have  flopped  it  with  the  dread  of  an  ecclefiafti- 
cal  eenfure. 

You  perceive,  with  what  eafe  a  little  atten¬ 
tion  will  remove  a  great  difficulty  ;  but  had  we 
been  able  to  fay  nothing  in  explanation  of  this 
phenomenon,  we  fliould  not  have  a£ted  a  very 
rational  part,  in  making  our  ignorance  the  foun¬ 
dation  of  our  infidelity,  or  fuffering  a  minute 
philofopher  to  rob  us  of  our  religion. 

Your  obje&ions  to  revelation  may  be  nu¬ 
merous  ;  you  may  find  fault  with  the  account 
which  Mofes  has  given  of  the  creation,  and  the 
fall ;  you  may  not  be  able  to  get  water  enough 
for  an  univerfal  deluge  ;  nor  room  enough  in 
the  ark  of  Noah,  for  all  the  different  kinds  of 

aerial 

*  See  Sir  William  Hamilton’s  Remarks  upon  the  Nature 
of  the  Soil  of  Naples  and  its  Neighbourhood,  in  the  Philof, 
Tranf.  Vol,  Ixi.  g.  7, 
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aerial  and  tcrreflrial  animals  ;  you  may  be  dif- 
fatisfied  with  the  command  for  facrificing  of 
Ifaac,  for  plundering  the  Egyptians,  and  for  ex¬ 
tirpating  the  Canaanites  ;  you  may  find  fault 
with  the  Jewilh  oeconomy,  for  its  ceremonies, 
its  facrifices,  and  its  multiplicity  of  priefts  ;  you 
may  objeCl  to  the  imprecations  in  the  pfalms,  and 
think  the  immoralities  of  David  a  fit  fubject  for 
dramatic  ridicule;  *  you  may  look  upon  the  par¬ 
tial  promulgation  of  Chriftianity,  as  an  infuper- 
able  objeflion  to  its  truth  ;  and  waywardly 
rejetl  the  goodnefs  of  God  toward  yourlelves, 
becaufe  you  do  not  comprehend,  how  you  have 
deferved  it  more  than  others;  you  may  know 
nothing  of  the  entrance  of  fin  and  death  into  the 
world,  by  one  man’s  tranfgreffion  ;  nor  be  able 
to  comprehend  the  doarine  of  the  crofs,  and  of 
redemption  by  Jefus  Chrilt  ;  in  flrort,  if  your 
minds  aie  fo  dilpofed.you  may  find  food  for  your 
feepticifm  in  every  page  of  the  Bible,  as  well  as 
in  every  appearance  of  nature  ;  and  it  is  not. 
in  the  power  of  any  pexfon,  but  yourfelves,  to 
clear  up  your  doubts;  you  muft  read  and  you 

M  1  a iifl 

Sec  oaiil  et  David  .1 1 vpcrdrarner, 

W  L.it ever  cenfure  the  author  of  this  compeditior  cD.. 
wrveinrhis  intention,  the  work  itfelf  deferves  none';  its 
ridicule.  :$  too  grofs  to  nnflead  even  the  ignorant r 
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rriuft  think  for  yourfelves  ;  and  you  mull  da 
both  with  temper,  with  candour,  and  with  care. 
Infidelity  is  a  rank  weed  ;  it  is  nurtured  by  our 
vices,  and  cannot  be  plucked  up  as  eafily  as  it 
may  be  planted  :  Your  difficulties  with  refpeft 

f 

to  revelation,  may  have  firft  arifen,  from  your 
own  reflexion  on  the  religious  indifference  of 
thofe,  whom  from  your  earlieft  infancy  you 
have  been  accuftomed  to  revere,  and  imitate  ; 
domefric  irreligion  may  have  made  you  wil¬ 
ling  hearers  of  libertine  converfation  ;  and  the 
uniform  prejudices  of  the  world  may  have 
finifhed  the  bufinefs,  at  a  very  early  age  ;  and 
left  you  to  wander  through  life,  without  a  prin¬ 
ciple  to  direfit  your  conduff,  and  to  die  without 
hope.  We  are  far  from  wifhing  you  to  truft 
the  word  of  the  Clergy  for  the  truth  of  your  re¬ 
ligion  ;  we  beg  of  you  to  examine  it  to  the  bot¬ 
tom,  to  try  it,  to  prove  it,  and  not  to  hold  it  fait 
unlefs  you  find  it  good.  Till  you  are  djfpofed 
to  undertake  this  talk,  it  becomes  you  to  con-, 
fider  with  great  ferioufnefs  and  attention,  whe¬ 
ther  it  can  be  for  your  intereft  to  efteem  a  few 
witty  farcafms,  or  metaphyfical  fubtleties,  or  ig¬ 
norant  mifreprefentations,  or  unwarranted  affer- 
tions,  as  unanfwerable  arguments  againft  reve¬ 
lation  ; 


iation  ;  and  a  very  flight  reflexion  will  con¬ 
vince  you,  that  it  will  certainly  be  for  your 
reputation,  to  employ  the  flippancy  of  your  rhe¬ 
toric,  and  the  poignancy  of  your  ridicule,  upon 
any  fubjeft,  rather  than  upon  the  fubjefl  of 
Religion, 

4  • 

I  jake  my  leave  with  recommending  to  your 

notice,  \hp  advice  which  Mr.  Locke  gave  to  a 
young  man,  who  was  defirous  of  becoming  ac¬ 
quainted  with  the  doctrines  of  the  Chriftian 
religion.  “  Study  the  holy  feripture,  efpeciaHy 
{he  New  Teftament  ;  Therein  are  contained  the 
words  of  ^ternal  life.  It  has  God  for  its  author; 
Salvation  for  its  end;  and  Truth,  without  any 
mixture  of  error,  for  its  matter.”* 

I  am, 

♦  Locke's  Pofth,  Works, 


